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ABSTRACT 


The Iranis did not, like the Turanis, belong to the 
race of the Imperial family of the Mughals. Yet they formed 
a component of the early Mughal nobility in India. It was 
strengthened after Humayun's return from Persia. Akbar 
patronized the Iranis so as to counter balance the influence 
of the Turanis, and his son Jahangir used them to limit the 
influence of the old Akbar Shahl nobility. 

The Iranis appear to have been migrating from 
different regions of the Safavid Iran owing to various social 
and political reasons. They came from several strata of the 
society, having been military commanders, civil bureaucrats, 
merchants and scholars and professionals like physicians and 
architects. In India they were found employment, both 
through man?abs and lower offices. In doing so, it appears 
that, a distinction was always made between those who came 
with some administrative experience and those without it. 
Sometimes, as under Aurangzeb, the family background was 
given preference over experience. During this period a 
considerable number of Iranis also came from the Deccan after 
deserting service in the Kingdoms of Bijapur and Golkunda. 
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Our data suggest that both under Shahjahan and 
Aurangzeb the Iranis held largest number of mansabs as 
compared with other racial groups, particularly in the 
category of highest man? abs , viz. 5000 gat and above. 
Amongst Iranis belonging to different regions, both 
numerically and as man?abdars , the T ehe ranis , Mashhadis, 
Qandaharls and Harvis were prominent during Shahjahan* s 
reign, under Aurangzeb the Khawafis and Qandaharis enjoyed 
a comparable position. 

The Iranis seem to have enjoyed particular 
preference in appointments as central ministers. They 
occupied most of the central offices under Shahjahan and 
Aurangzeb. In some they seem to have practically 
established a monopoly. 

The fortunes of several important senior Iranian 

_ f - 

families, viz. those of I’timad-ud Daula, Ali Mardan Khan, 
Asad Khan, Ruhullah Khan, Mir Jumla, the Mirzas of Qandahar 
and the Khawafis and Ma’muris have been studied in the 
thesis. The family of I ' timad-ud Daula still seems to 
have remained the greatest of all, and many o~her important 
Iranian families maintained matrimonial relations with this 
family. 
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Some affinity between the Khawafis and Ma'muris 
is also evident. They illustrate the careers of medium 
ranking nobles, specializing mainly in revenue matters. 

Shaista Khan and Mir Jumla are the two best 
representatives of the Iranian nobles known for their 
commercial activities. The latter owned ships which sailed 
to several of the West and South-east Asian Kingdoms. The 
allegation that Shaista Khan ruined English trade in Bengal 
can not be accepted as true. Mir Jumla provides the best 
example of a merchant-noble who was successful on the two 
fronts, political and commercial, throughout his life. 
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Preface 


This thesis is devoted to the study of the 
fortunes of the Iranian nobility in the Mughal Empire 
during the larger part of the 17 th century (the reigns 
of Shahjahan and Aurangzeb). An attempt is made to 
analyse the factors which made it important in the Mughal 
system, the sources and nature of Iranian immigration, 
and the fortunes of samples of Iranian families of high 
and medium ranks. The position of the Iranis in terms of 
mangabs as well as offices is examined in detail. Finally, 
the thesis aims at studying their relations with the 
commercial world. 
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CHAPTER ORE 


IRANIAN NOBILITY UNDER AKBAB AND JAHANGIR 


We may take the Mughal nobility to signify the 
class of persons wno as high officers of the Emoire consti- 
tuted tne higher rungs in the political hierarchy. These 
officers comprised both civil bureaucrats and military 
commanders. Their personal status was officially fixed 
by their ranks ( man gabs ) granted by the Emperor. £y 
Aurangzeb's time the term umara * (plural of amir , ' cornu ander, 

noble') was applied to officers holding mangabs of 1000 gat 

1 

and above. 

The Mughal nobility was heterogenous in character 
as it comprised certain well-recognized racial groups such 
as Turanis (Central Asians), Iranis (Persians), Afghans, 
Shaikhzadas (Indian Muslims), Rajputs and the Deccsnis (i.e. 
Bijapuris, Haiderabadis and Marathas) 0 Chandra Shan 
Brahman has given an account of this heterogenous character 

of the Mughal governing class towards the close of 

~ 2 

Shahjahan's reign. Among the foreign observers Bernier 


1 M. Atnar Ali, The Mughal Nobility Under Au rang zeb, 

Bombay, 1966, p. T '('he re inaTte r ciTed as Mugh aX^j'o bili ty ). 

2 Gulda s ta , MS. No. 666/Vf Sir Sulaiman Collection, 

Maul ana Azad Library Aligarh, ff. 4(b)~5(a). 
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also soeaKs of the oresence of Uzbeks, Persians, Arabs 

1 

and lurks or tneir descendants in the Mughal court. He 

adds that the "Omaras mostly consist of adventurers from 

2 

different nations who entice one another to the court. 11 


Thus tne Mughals had a multi-national, multi-racial 

and multi-religious ruling class. Commenting on tne 

manga bd ars listed in the Ain-i Akbar l, Moreland noted that 

just under 70 per cent of the nobles whose origin is know 

were foreigners belonging 11 to families which had eilncr 

come to India with Humayun or had arrived at the court after 

3 

tne accession of Akbar. ! ’ Amongst foreigners the two elements 

— Turanls and Iranis enjoyed a predominant position in 

Akbar's nobility. By Turanis we mean persons coming from 

Central Asia, where the Turkish languages were spoken; and 

tne Iranis were largely the Persian speaking peoples from 

Herat up to Baghdad i.e. the inhabitants of the whole of 

the present-day Persia and the Persian-speaking parts of 

^ k- 

Afynanis tan and Iraq. We have, however, used tne term 


1 Francois Bernier, Tr avels In The M ughal Empire 

1 6(6-1668, tr. a. Cons table , seconcPedi tion, Delni 1 96C , 

2 Ibid . , p. 21 2. 

7 k.h. Moreland, Indi a at th e Dea t h of Akba r, Delhi 
(Hep.), 197p pp. 69 - 7 ®. 

Mugh al nobi li ty, op. cit . , pp. 18, 19. 



3 


'Irani nobility' in a precised sense viz. those Iranians 
who i ad served with the Safavid rulers before their migra- 
lion to India or the persons corning from the various parts 
of tne safavid empire, including the Kurds, the Circass.e ns 
and the Turkmans. 

Since the ruling family was of Turani origin, the 
Turani nolle s were initially larger in number. Thus, it 
appears tnut the nobility bequeathed by Humayun was pre- 
dominantly Turani yet with a substantial number of Irai is 
who had joined his service during his sojourn in Iran and 
nad accompanied him to India, abul Fazl has given a list of 
these nobles, who were 7? in all. Out of these 27 were 

Turani and 21 Irani; tne remaining 9 of them were uniaenti- 
1 

fied. Among the Iranis Bairam Khan, Afzal Khan (Kir JjaKgpn_i 

Ashraf rvh.an ( Mir Mu nshi), hhwaja Abdul Majid ( Di^an ) , Khwaja 

^AtauIlCii ( Diwan -i Buyutat), Mir Shahabuddln ( Mir Saman ), 

Kuwaja Abul Qasim and Mir Hasan were important nobles as 

2 

indicated by the offices they held. During the regency of 
Bairam knan Iranis as a group maintained tneir position as 
lie is found to have promoted some of ; .is low ranking o.Yiccr 


1 Afzal Husain, "Growth of Irani Element in Akbar's 
Kobility", P. I . H.O . , }6th Session, Aligarh 19 79? ]• 167. 

2 Abul Fazl, Akbar Ma ma, ed. Maulavi Abdur Rahim, Id I. 

Ind. , 3 vols ,' (Calcutta , 1873-S7, vol. I, p. ' 3 R 2 (i.ere- 
inaft r cited as A.h. ). 
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to v 'tv inf'll pool tions. The author of the Zajjpi r 3 t-u_L~ 

i.hswanin mentions that some twenty-five oersons of low- r 

- 1 

ranks were raised to the mangab s of 7 000 by Bairam I t an. 

Akbar himself states in a farm an that Bairam Khan rr iseci 

several of nis menial servants to the status of i and 

2 

Sid t“ns . 


rt f ter the dismissal of Bairam Khun a crisis 
developed at the court which led to the rebellion by most 
of the TuranI nobles. Akbar introduced two new elen -.its - 
Shaikhsadas (Indian Muslims) and Pajputs - as counter poise 
to the pressure of q, urani nobility, he also promoted Irani 
nobles to higher ranks as a reward for tueir loyalty string 
; e crisis. It aomirs tnat the Iianian nobilit. in.. or i tea 
by akbar had already formed its nucleus in the court during 
tne period of numayun's stay in Iran and his res to -ation of 
tne Indian empire. In addition to this nucleus of ] jtr.i 
nobles a large number of Persians migrated to India hiring 
Arbor's reign in search of employment and were admit, ec. to 


1 Snaikh Farid BhaKkari, Zakl]irat-ul Hjawanin, ed. S. 
Moinul Haq, 3 vols. , Karachi, 1 96T-1"9'7*+ , vol. l,p. 17 
(hereafter see Z 0 Kn . ). 

2 A.U_, Vol. II, pp. 106-107. 

3 Iqtidar Alam Khan, 'The kobility Under Akbar and me 

Development of his Bcligious Policy 1670-BO', J ,r . o. S. , 
Part 1969) pp. 29-36 and his monograph, Toe 

Political Biography of a Mughal noble Kunim hhuri jujin-i 
jjjanan J}±Wz L LZl 7 Aligarh , 1973', ppV XVI -XVII. 
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the nobility. Several factors were responsible for IL Ir 
mi; 1 -a Lion from Iran. Apparently, the presence already of 
an Irani element in Higher positions and in substantial 
nu: D'^s. Togetnei with Akbar's conscious effort at diversi- 
fying the ruling class, and his patronage of Persian nobles 

anu culture were obviously the principal factors w. ich 

1 

mignt nave encouraged tnem to come to India. 

To this was adued the persecution of Surras in the 

bsfavid empire during the sixteenth century when the croice 

l-->ft to several was either to accept Shi' ism or to forsake 
2 - , 
the cum. try. During Akbar's reign Kir Abdul Latif of 

Qazwin came to India because of religious persecution in 

Iran. ..e belonged to the Saifi Saiyids of Qazwin w„o were 

Sivuis by faith. Cn the testimony of Ghyasuddin .tli A.vuf 

lai~n. Radii uni states that Saifi Saiyids were all bj r >icd 

S minis and Shah TahmasD deprived them of ti.eir es tales, tnus 

- r" - 3 _ _ „ 

ccmpeJling Mir nbdul Latif to come to India. Sharif . rnuli, 


1 Sec .-a'.uil Husain's article op. cit . ,p. 168. 

2 The people of hhawaf were formerly bigoted Sunnis but 
later they emerged as staunch Shl r as under the comnulsion 
during Shah ‘Alias's reign. See Z»Kh, , Vol. I, p 19^- 
96; see also Chanter 6 Section III, 

3 Abdul ^Qadir Badauni, Munta kh ab-ut Tawarlkjp , ed. 1- ailavi 
Ahmad r Ali , lib. Ind. ,""'3 Vols. , Calcutta, '1868-69, Vol. 
Ill, po. 97-99. 
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a leader of kuqtavi sect, is also said to have migrated 

1 

to India from Astarabad under similar circumstances. India 
under akbar with its liberal environment, provided a congenial 
atmosphere to such fugitives. Eulogizing the reign of his 
fa tur; v Juuangir has rightly observed that unlike otl er 
countries, in the realm of his father peoples of different 
oocts and creeds i.ad occupied a place. 'While Sunnis had 
no i >1 icc in Iran and Shias in Turan, but in his fatuer's 
realm Shias and Sunnis together prayed in a single n.osuue 

2 

just as "Ciiristicns and Jews" prayed togetn r in one cnurch. 


Tne narsn policy of the Sufavids towards ti eir 

nobility was perhaps anotuer major factor of the migration. 

After tne death of Shah Isma^il Safavi (1524 A.D. ) family 

feuds among princes and factional rivalries among nool is led 

to unstabiiity and anarchy in the empire wnicn fouiid iu 

culmination in the establishment of a tradition of blood- 

3 

tnirstinecs in Persia. Observing this state of affairs 
Lahori remarks, "In administering matters pertaining to 
puniSiirmmt, (His Majesty) does not make any distinction 

1 Iss.undar Beg Turkman, Tari&ft-i Alam Ara-i Abbasi, Tehran, 
1 t f 0 A . H . , Vol . _II , p . 476'(he 7 5 TnaiTer "c l ted ' a s" ATA . A . ) . 

2 Tuzuk -i Jahangi ri, ed. Syed Ahmad, Ghazipur and Aligarh, 

1 to 3- 6k , p. TE ("Hereinafter see Tuzuk ). 


A . A . A . , I, pp. 4^-46. 
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between the nobles and the common people. If per cnance 
the cruelty of the Turkish Sultans, Qizilbasnes and lizbe^s , 
and their impudence in awarding punisnments are mensioned 
in nis Majesty's presence, Ills soul is so grieved tust tne 

1 

signs of resentment are apparent from His luminous forehead." 

According to M.Athar Ali during the 31 years Shan Abbas i 

executed no less than 48 prominent officers either on 

suspicions or cn religious grounds. In the Mughal entire, 

as he r :marks, 1 t alone such executions, even disrn: ssals , 

were very rare, and confiscation of nobles’ property as 

2 

punishment was practically unknown. 


1 Abdul Lahori , J BadSh a hnama , ed. Maul avis Kabiruddin 

.u.jujlu and 5lbdur Rahim , Bib . Ind. , 2 vols , Calcutta. 
1867-68, Vol. 1(a) pp. 1 39-4-0 (hereafter see Lahori). 

This passage has also been translated by M . Atuar Ali in 
nis article "Towards an Interpretation of the Mug cal 
Empire" in J.R . A. 8, of Great Britain and Ireland, ho. 1, 
1978, Po *+3 . 

2 J«R« A.S. , op. cit . , p. 44. The author of Tari^i-i Alam- 
Ara- i A bba si , gives a detailed account of political crTsis 
uTte'r Shah Tahmasp* s death and before the accession of 
Shah Isma'll II dealing with the execution of leaning nobles 
and assassin tion of Princes. See A. A. A , , Vol. I, pp. 
192-212. Abul Fazl also writes that during his roi; n of 
one and a half years Shah Isma'll II killed his brothers, 
other relatives and a large number of important nobles 

( A. ho , Vol. Ill, pp. 990-92). See also P.M. Syi.es, A 

hi story of Per sia, London, 1919, Vol. II, p. 2^4, h.s'c 
ho iv/es eight princes of the royal blood and seventeen 
leading nobles were put to death or biinded by ohai 
Ismail II aftar his accession to the throne. 
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l)i o T 'der to ovoia purils., merits and persecution. fne 
, nas oi' the couit, a largo number of leading nob Jus of the 
yjf- via empire mif mated to Lndia 0 Some of tnem wene intro- 
duced in the Hug noi court by their own relations who were 
already in service. Khwaja CLpyasuddin Ali Qazvini, ids 

-f — 

ni'anow aa’nfur bog , son of bauiuz/.an.on, and the veil known 
i'iiza bpyas beg I’timad-ud Paula were prominent oafevid 
officials who cau to India during Akbar's reign wiuer suen 


1 

f, irc umr Lances, 
i is life having 

r 


Knanlar Zui l lqar Khan Qoramanli also escai r, r] 
re.. died India towards the close of Jansngir's 


reign. 


Some of the Iranis came to India under the growing 
rrec: urc of Uzbek invasions on the border provinces did tne 
§afavid subjugation of Hereditary chiefs under whom .aey wt re- 
serving in important positions 0 Sadiq Muharmt a hn~i. of 
Herat belonged to such a family. His fatht r Mtu aim.,; d naqir 
was the wazi r of Qara Khan lurkman, tiie ruler of i jq r~ s~n 
..non Cara nnan rebel.led against Shah Tanmasp and vos expelled 
Baqir than fled from Herat and joined the service of ouiram 


1 For details see Afzal Husain's article Op.cit. . 
pp. 170-71. 

2 Lahori, I (a), p. 73* 
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1 

:_ r n alen; witl hie son Sadiq Muhaumad Khan. Qasim 1-tL.amjt.ad 
Khan a prominent official of hishapur had to forsake nis 
country under the pressure of Uzbek invasion of List spur, 

r' 

d. 

and he too joined lairam Khan's service. Tarsun Kuhanm.ad 

Knar, on being expelled from Gnarjistan by Shah It.nmcsp in 

1 r 34 fled to India and joined first Bail- am Khan in Q, naanT r 

3 

nd cfUr nis overtnrow joined Akbar. Ja'afar Khan Taklu . 
son cf Qnzzaq I_hari tne governor of he rat, ms rise vict u 
of tnir hind. After his father's imprisonment by ot.nl 

Tanmasp in 1 Ja'afar than escaped tc India wuc :-e he was 

4 

favoi.rably received by -vkbar. Similarly, hakim Abul Fatn 
Gilfni, son of Abdur P.azzaq the sadr of Gilan, fl* d to 
India along with his two brothers hakim hummam and ,/Jiu 
huruddin after the imprisonment of Ahmad khan the rule: of 
Gilan unuer wnom tneir fath< r was serving. In Ionia ti ey 

C 

S 

wore given employment by Akbar in 1^76. The two S lavid 
liotners, l-'irsa huzaffar Husain and liirza Kustam, gr f 'at 
grandsons of Shah Ismail Safavi,also migrated to India toward 
the close of Akbar 's reign (See Chapter 6, Section V)„ 


1 Snegnawaz Knsin, K a ' a s i r - ul Uma ra \ ed. Maulavis .-Kt ' in 

I a. jim ;ind Mirza Ashraf 'Ali, BiT5T Ind. , 3 vols,, Calcutta 
1 f t S-91 , Vol. II, pp. 724-29 (hereafter cited as M. U . ) . 


2 Ib.d . , Vol. Ill, pp. ^0-^2. 
■* Ibid., Vol. I, pp. 471 -7 C . . 


4 Ibid ., Vol. I, pp. f „ 07-^09. 
1 Ibin . , pp 0 ^(b-(62. 
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In addition to these specific types of iimni, oils, 

, 1, number of Iranis cam* to India during tne i < i c ns of 
Attar and Jan~ngii as advc nturcrs in search of bebir 
o portmities knowing tnat t,.e Mugnai court was oocn ic 
tuciiiid oeople, wl -re by merit they might be able to 
achieve distinct po- j lions and high mansabs in the Central 
Govern); rt. 

whatever rr.ignt have been the cause of a paiticuler 
v i sun niya ting from Iran, his previous st tus and 
experience in Iran played an import ant part in tne i an 
duo oflice assigned tc him in the Mughal hmpire. Lily tuorc 
vno ujd requisite experience ano qualifications vei f tax en 
into seivjce. In tnis sense tne Sufavid empire t , c tc 
.;ave provided a tra ini r.g ( ground for t lie Mugnal bux c_ uci j c> . 
h ere j.r, therefore, some truth, along with hyperbole m 
wr at Chandra than Lraniun writes: 

"o... And since this (Mughal ) empuc was ’ 1 ct 

wnt re tne wisnes were fulfilled a largo numeer of 
non of sword and pen, he people of excel m net ana 
polity, learned scholars and poets, skilled artisans 
-nd other skilful persons from the cities of tne 
world like Istambol, Aleppo, ngypt, Syria, i c si ah, 
bag*. dad, Haiadan, Snirwan, Sumukhi, Gilan, lazandian, 

xStraoad, Cuiijth, lurda*, Tabriz, Ardabil, * : . n , 
q in.. , Sawan, Lasnan, Tehran, Ya^d, Isfahan, ^ ^ ~z, 
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Kirman, Samnan, Damghan, Eustam, Sabzwar, Ms ha pur, 
Marv, Mashhad, Tus, Tis , ^a’in, Tun, Isfrain, Jam, 
Herat, Khawaf, Eakharz, Sis tan, Farah, QandaLar, 
Balkh, Eadak^shan, Bukhara, Samarqand, Andijan, 
Tibbet, Kashghar, and countries of Turkistan and 
various kinds of people of other countries c^me to 
this great empire with great expectations and anti- 
cipations. They entered into the service of this 

bountiful kingdom which was an asylum for the people 

1 

of the world." 


There is ample evidence to show that persons of 

professional and bureaucratic skills were always in demand 

2 

at the Mughal court. 


1 Guldasta , op. cit . , ff. 5(a) - 6(b). 

2 Fathullah Shiraz! , the famous scholar and scientist, 
first came to the Deccan from Shiraz at the invitation 
of the "Adil Shah of Bijapur. Later Akbar invited him 
to^his_court. ( A. h. ,111 , p. 391 ). Mulla Shukrullah 
Shirazi, a learned man of Shiraz intended to migrate 
to the Deccan and reached Surat. There he was enter- 
tained by Abdur Rahim Khan-i Khanan who himself was a 
good scholar and patron of learning. He took the llulla 
into his service. Later on Mulla Shukrullah was appointed 
Arz-i Mukarrar by Jahangir (Lahorl, 1(a), pp. 2 

1(b), p 0 "339; Cf. Z.Kh. , II, p. 2^5 where his name is 
vrongly_mentioned as Mulla_ r Abdul Shakur). Mir Muhammad 
Amin, Mir Jurnla Shahristani was wazlr of Golkunda under 
Muhammad Quli Qutb Shah. Wljen the Qutb Shah died Mir 
Jumla^ returned to Isfahan. Where he was ill-treated by 
Shah Abbas I. Eventually, in a letter to Jahangir no 
expressed his earnest desire of joining the Mugoal 
service. Jahangir thereupon invited him and appointed 
him Mii'-i Saman (Lahorl, 1(a), p. 2^,8; 1(b), p. 279). 
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During the reign of Jahangir Iranis are found to 

have improved their position both in number and mansabs. 

1 

On the basis of M. Athar Ali's lists I have compiled my 
own tables which have been appended at the end of this 
chapter. The manga baa rs of Jahangir's reign have been 

divided into two phases - viz. (a) from 1 605 to 1616 and 

(b) from 1617 to 1627. Each phase contains two tables one 

showing the numerical strength of different racial groups 

and the other their mangabs in the aggregate. Mangcbdars 

holding the rank of 1000 za t and above, who were alive till 

the termination point of each phase nave been taken into 

account. Secondly, only the highest ranks acquired by the 

mangabdars by the end of each phase have been calculated, 

the preceding lower ranks being dropped. In Akbar's nobility 

druing 1 ^ 77 1 ~1 ^95 out of 87 total mansabdars of 1000 zat 

and above, there were 24 Iranis (27.58%), 32 Turanic (' 1 6.7&%) ! 

14 Indian Muslims (16.09%), 14 Rajputs and Hindus (16.09%), 

2 

and 3 persons with origin not traceable (3.44%). During the 
first Piidse of Jahangir's reign (1605-1616) out of 131 total 
mansabdars of 1000 gat and above the Iranis numbered 38(29%) 
Turanis 35 (26.7%), Indian Muslims 15 (11.4%), Rajputs 25 ( 19 %) 


1 The Apparatus o f Empire -_Award_s_ of Ranks , Offices and 
Titl es to the__ Mughal Mobi lity (T 57 1 7-1 6 % 8 ), 0 . U.P. , Delhi , 
1 98%, pp. “41 - 9'0 ’(hereafter see Appara tus')'. 

2 See Iqtidar Alam Khan's article op. cit. , p. 35 . 
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and. unidentified 6(4. 5/0. This shows tuat under J a angir 
the number of Turanls declined from 36. 7$ to 26.7/0 while 
Iranis increased marginally from 27. 5$ , to 294. During 
the second phase of Jahangir's reign (1617-1627) Iranis 
further improved their position as they numbered 43 out of 
1 1+3 total number of mangabdars of 1000 ga_t and above, thus 
accounting for 33.;$ of the total nobility. The Turanls, 
receded further, numbering only 27 or 13.8$ of the total. 

A similar picture emerges from a study of the total 

mangab s held by the various racial groups. The rnangab 

statistics for 1 505 (at the death of Akbar) have been 

1 

compiled by Afzal Husain and for the two phases of Jauangir's 
2 

reign by me. Afzal Husain has included mansabdars of 5 00 za t 

and above while I have confined myself to mansabdars of 
1000 g,at and above. Thus it appears that at the death of 
Akbar out of total known mangab s of 1 ,37*000 zat and [ 3,950 
sawar , Turanis held 76,800 zat and 19*400 sawar , res* actively 
41$ and 43.7$ of the total. The Iranis held 34,200 zat and 
11 ,700 sawar or 18$ and 26$ of the total. It also o^ocars 
that the share of Iranis in the total ranks during tue later 
years of Akbar's reign was even lower tnan that of tie Rajputs 
who neld 4l ,200 gat (22$) and 14,650 sawar (33$). Indian 
Muslims held just 7 , of the total (zat) rank. Commenting on 

1 "The Position of Racial Groups In the Mughal nobility 
1605-1613", in b.P. Historical Review , Vol.2 ,ho. 1 , 1 933 , 
Table-B, p. 23. 

2 See Appendix B Tables 1-2. 
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his tables Afzal Husain says that the Iranis tended to be 
no re numerous in minor ranks, whereas out of 32 Tur-ini 

nobles , 28 nobles held ranks of 1 000 zat and above and among 

1 

those six held ranks of 5000 za . t and above. 

However, a significant change occurs during the 
reign of Jahangir. By the end of the first phase (1616) 
out of total ranks of 3»56,900 zat and 2,07,330 sawar , the 
Iranis held 1 ,09,700 zat and 68,200 sawar , respectively 
30.77 and 32.8”.- of the total. The Turanis held 94,000 zat 
and 47,130 sawar or 26.37 and 22.7/ of the total. Thus 
the Turanis’ share in the total ranks sharply declined, 
wnile that of the Iranis rose dramatically and now exceeded 
tnat of the Turanis. The Rajputs also lost considerably, 
since they now held 19*37 of zat and 17*17 of s aw ar ranks 
while Indian Muslims gained an increase from just 7, of tne 
total sat during Akbar's later years to 13*17 of gat and 
16.97' of sawar of the total ranks in 1616. In contrast to 
Akbar's time Jahangir's reign saw a pre-eminence of the 
Iranis in the highest ranks. Out of 38 Iranis of 1000 zat 
and above at least nine belonged to the category of 5000 
Sat and above while there were seven Turanis in the same 


1 See Afzal Husain's article in b.P.h.H . , op. cit . , p. 24. 
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category. In the second phase the number of Turanis in 
that category declined to five, while that of the Iranis 
increased to eleven. 

By the close of Jahangir's reign the Iranis are 
thus found to have considerably exceeded the Turanis both 
in numerical strength within the nobility, as well as in 
terms of mangabs held. Out of total ranks of 3*45,900 zat 
and 2,41 ,480 sawar , the Iranis held 1,28,000 zat (3 7 %) and 
1 ,08,000 sawar (44.7/0 while Turanis held 67,000 gat (19. 3 r ) 
and 44,050 sawar ranks (18.2/0. 

An analysis of racial composition of central 

ministers and provincial governors is also of some interest. 

The statistics for the same have been taken from Afzal i.usain's 
1 2 
papers and M. Athar Ali's lists. 


1 For Central Ministers see "The Position of Racial 
Groups in the Mughal Nobility" in U, P.H.R . , op. cit . , 
p. 26; and for governors see "Provincial Governors 
Under Akbar (1 580-1 6 O 5 )" , in P.I.H.C . , 32nd Session, 
Jabalpur, 1970, pp. 269-2 77. 

2 Appa ra tus , op.cit . Tables 1-2, 4-5, pp. xxvii-xxix, 
xxxil -xxxvi. 
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Central Ministers Under Akbar 


Office 

Iranis 

Turanis 

Ind. Muslims 

Rajputs Un- 

snecl 

fied. 

Total 

V. ar.il 

2 

r 

y 


_ 

7 

Wazir/ 

DiwSTn 

7 

2 

- 

1 

10 

Mir BaJtus 

hi 8 

3 

2 

2 

15 

$adr-us- 

§udur 

2 

1 

1 

- 



Central M ini s t e r s Under Jahar gi r 


Office 

Iranis 

Turanis 

Indian Muslims 

To ta 1 

Wakil 

4 

- 

- 

4 

Wazir/Ditan 

4 

1 

- 

r 

Mir Bakhsbi 

c; 

y 

1 

1 

7 

Mir Saman 

3 

- 

- 

3 

$adr-us- 

Sudur 

1 


2 

"5 

J 
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Provincial Governors bnder AMbar And Ju .Zir ir 


Period 

Total 

Ho. of 
Appoint- 
mt nts . 

Iranis Turanis 

Afghans Ind. 

Mus- 

lims 

1 i.O J L L>v_i 

r> 

a 

^induc. 

Lnspe- 
cif jed 

Aktar 

1 (tU- 
1 60^ . 

49 

1 

-A S 

> 

-o 

1 

6 

n 

{ 

2 

J-i anpir 

1 60' - 
1 6Pt. 

61 

03 io 

3 

12 

'j 
__ ) 

1 


It is infercd from those tables ti.at . .1 .r drew his 
ministers from almost til sections of the nobiJjt;,. Iraius, 
iuranis, Indian Muslims and Kindus. Except for the o± i ice of 
wakil , w ore out of s>'ven incumbents only two were irliis 
and remrirJng f it e were it ranis , in other central ofiices 
tae Iranis arc fairly well represented raider Akbar. Under 
JarTngir however, the complexion changes entirely in tl < ir 
favour: Ali his four wah i Is were Iranis, so were ail his 
four diwans , except for Jan Beg Uazir-ul Bulk (a n urfni) wnc 
..eld tie of ice jointly for barely one year at the beginning 
of the reign. As regains the Mir Bak hsnls , with the exception 
of 3-iaikn Farid Bukhari (Indian 1 uslirn) .ana Jan Beg .azir-nl 
Mulk (Tuinni;, w r ho iicid the office for very short per it da, 



and go were all Lis 


]$ 


all his Kir Bakhshis were Iranis, and go were all Lis 
Kir Samans . The office of gadr-us gudur , was a sei. i- 
tiieological office, and so Sunnis were preferred, i ere 
alone were the Iranis, being Shibs , sparingly appointed. 
Inder Anbar two Iranis ueld office as gadrs for abort nine 

years; under his -on only one Irani held this office 

1 


.uriri^ the last three years of Jahangir's reign. Except 
for the office of gadr , tnen, the Iranis tended to 

monopolise central offices. This trend appears to have 

£ 

continued during the reigns of Shahjahan and Aurangseb. 


During Akbar's reign (for only a part of i.is reign 
1 1t 0-1 6CK ) all the four major racial groups supplied 
provincial governors in a fairly balanced manner. TV e 
Iranis appear to have been treated at par with Turriis, and 
the Rajputs with Indian Muslims. Out of 49 total ii.cuubent 
(excluding Princes) known to have been appointed as 
governors of various subas , the Iranis numbered 16 end 
Turanis 17, Indian Muslims six, and Rajputs seven, but 
during Jahangir's reign both Iranis and Indian Muslims 
appear to have cornered most appointments. Our- table shows 


1 Also see Apparatus, p. xxij . 

2 Do. Chapter 5* 
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that out of 61 persons (excluding princes) known to Lave 
been appointed governors of various provinces 23 were 
Iranis against It Turanis and 13 Indian Muslims, while 
the number of Rajputs fell to three. 

These inferences are also borne out by contemporary 

1 

records. They sui rest that Jahangir extended special 

favours to Iranis and Indian Muslims while the Turn is and 

Rajputs felt they were being thrown into the background. 

hilJiam R auxins (16^9-11) and Alima tul.1 ah (1614-) also d^aw 

2 

s milar conclusions at least in respect of the Rajputs. 

The rise of the Iranis during the reign of Jahangir is 
attributable to his policy of not placing absolute reliance 
on the old (Akbar Shahi) nobility particularly when nnusrau 
nad rebelled soon after his accession. He strove to 
promote a new (Jahangir Shahi) nobility in whom ne could 
nave complete confidence to counter the old nobility. 


1 Mirza Aziz Koka 1 s petition in f Ar?dasht-ha-i Muz a l ' far , 

I.l v o MS. Add. I6£^9j ff. 19a-b. In his ‘ , arzd5siit~ '(pe"ti- 
tion) to Jahangir, dated 1613* Mirza 'Aziz Koka writes: 
"His Majesty Akbar, during the fifty years of nis reign, 
incre sed the number of Chaghatais (Turanis) and Rajputs 
for these people are not seditious. (But) Your Majesty 
nas destroyed both these groups and_have entrusted your 
entire business to Khurasanls (Iranis) and Shaikhzadas 
(Indian Muslims) who know nothing except hypocrisy and 
sedition." See also Anonymous (probably PelsaeiU;, A 
Contemporary Dutch Curonicle of Mughal India , tr. Erij 
Ha rain and S.R. Srnrma, Calcutta, 1991? pp. 92-3* 

2 Early Travels i n India (1 5^3-1 61 9) > ed. V.'. Most r, 

Lonaon, 1 927, pp~. 1 06-1 07; TSriklj-i Lnan Jaha ni, cd.S'.M. 
Imam Al-Din, Decca, I960, Vol. II~,~~PP«' 4-97-98. 
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Janer.glr anpears tc have recruited to higher ranks nis 
personal servants, family friends and tnose who stood 
with -.in. at crucial mori'C-nts of nis career, a few nohles 
were ,i ow ever , raised to higher ranns on political consi- 
derations. Some of the Akfcari nobles, who sides with nim 
at the time of the accession crisis, were also promoted; 

though tneir promotions we re rather modest. Jahangir's 
own remarks made at the time of promoting tnese nobles 
dually indicate that substantial promotions were given 
urimarily on the basis of personal loyalty. To tnis may 

f _ 

be related his reliance upon the family of Itimadud-D lula 
and nur Jahan, on wnose members he conferred high ' arm 
and offices. There is hardly any reference to suggest tl at 
favours were shown to a particular noble on the basis of 

his racial status or that the Emoeror was sympathetic 

1 

towards a particular group of nobles. 

It may be noted that after his accession Jahugir 
retained most of tne old Akbari nobles in his serv_.ee ana 
restored t..eir previous positions. In the eleventi aiticle 
of his twelve regulations issued after his accession he 
declares, "I gave a general order that the rank and ja gir 


1 See Afzal Husain's article 'Elements of Continuity and 

Stability in the Kupnal nobility bnder ikbar and ja ian<ir', 
in Studies in history, Vol. II, ho. 2, July-Dee a ur, 

1 96(7, pp". 30 - 31 . ‘ 
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held by ray father's servants will remain unchanged. 1 ’ Else- 
where he adds, "I left all those who were in posses, ion of 

posts both inside and outside in the position which they 

1 

had with my father." Yet in practice the older nobility 

r - 

was divested of much of its influence. Although Mirza Aziz 
Koka and Man Singh wen retained in service, they lost the 
unique position which they had enjoyed under Akbar. Thus 
when the rapid promotions were given to certain nobles or 
the families of nobles (mainly T ranis and Shaikhzadas ) the 
resentment among the old nobility was inevitable. Hence 
the allegation of Aziz Koka regarding Jahangir's attitude 

towards the four leading racial groups. After a close 

r - f 

scrutiny of Aziz Koka's arzdasht in the light of the events 
surrounding the accession of Jahangir, Afzal Husain _r: ives 

f — 

at the conclusion that Aziz koka's complaint was actually 

directed against the Emperor's apathy towards the o]d Akbsri 
nobles and undue favours shown to a particular group of 
nobles (which included some Turanis as well as Rajputs). 

f - _ 

According to him when Aziz Koka states that Turanis and 
Rajputs were destroyed, he apparently has in mind the 

r - 

isolation of the Atkas (to which Aziz Koka belonged; and 
the House of Amber (to which Man Singh belonged). Simile, rly 


1 Tuzuk, pp. 4-5, 7 



iz 


when he alleges teat the Emperor haa entrusted m entire 
Us :n tne u mds of hhurasanis (Iranis) and ju.it-.i- 

iiauas nc seems to nave nud in nis mind fan lly of 1' inad- 

l>(. : ula which naa become vci) powerful in.ii.eai a tel ) after 

1 

tie marriage of nur Jahan v/ith Jahangir is welJ as meii.be is 

2 

of Salim Cmsltr's family to which Jahangir was pai ticular- 

3 

ly attached ow r ing to the circumstances of bis ov/n birtn. 


1 Irfan rabib, 'The Family of bur Jalian During Jahlngir's 

1 eim - A Political Study 1 , Medieval India -A Msceliany, 
Voll I, 1969 , pp. 7^ - 95 . ^ ~ ~~ 

2 Sv e Afzal Jus a in, 'The Family of Shaikh Salim (h _s a; 
During tne Reign of Janongir', Mediiva l India - ji 

l xsc< 1 lany , Vol. li, pp. 61-69. 

3 Afzal i train's article in l.P.E.F . , Op.cit . , n. 22. 
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APPENDIX -B 

.- Mansabs Held by Different Racial Groups Under Jahangir 
Table 1 : First Phase (1605-1616) 
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CHAPTER TV/O 


IMMIGRATION FROM IRAN UNDER SHAHJAHAN 


We have seen that at the close of Jahangir's reign 
the Iranis formed a very important element in the nobility, 
and this element was constantly replenished by immigration. 
Such immigration continued during the reign of Shahjahan. 

An attempt is made to analyse the character of their emigra 
tion, the type of immigrants, their status in their home- 
land before migration to India and their status in India 
after their arrival. 

A list of immigrants is given in the Appendix to 
this Chapter based on the major sources of Shahjahan ' s 
reign. In the text below the numbers within brackets after 
each name refer to the serial numbers given in the Appendix. 

First of all we find that the Iranians coming 
direct from Iran came in search of administrative employment 
and many of these were forced to leave the country by the 
growing political instability after the death of Shah Abbas 1. 
Sonic of them belonged to the families of high repute and 
eminence whose members had been in the service of Safavid 

4 

rulers with important positions. Others were themselves 
holding high offices in Iran before coming to India. Secondly 
a considerable number of scholars, poets, scientists and 
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physicians came to India during the period. In addition 
to these two categories a number of important, Iranian 
inn, i£ rants who nad been serving in the Deccani Kingdoms 
also joined the Mughal service during this period. 

As regards the persons of rank, our list shows that 

many of the immigrants or their ancestors held important 
offices under their previous masters in Ipan or in the 
Deccan, before joining Mughal service. The most important 
of these were Rustam Khan (Muqarrab Khan ) , Qizilbash Khan 

(I'timad Khan). Mir Muhammad Sa'id Mir Jumla and his son 

1 

Mir Muhammad Amin amongst the Deccani nobles. Rustam Khan 
(Muqarrab Khan) and Qizilbash Khan (I'timad Khan) were both 
generals of Nizam Shahi and Adil Shahi Kingdoms respective- 
ly. Muqarrab IQuan, previously the chief swordsman (M ir-i - 
Shamshir ) and a general ( Sar-i Lashkar ) , was appointed as 
commander-in-chief vice Fath Khan the son of Malik ^Amber, 
when Fath Khan was imprisoned by Nizam Shah. But after 
some time he was released and restored to his office of 
commander-in-chief and Muqarrab Khan was removed from the 
office. Thereupon the latter with a large number of his 
officers and supporters joined Mughal service. Re was awarded 


. See Appendix (Nos. ^,6 ,70 and 7l). 


1 



the rant of 5000/ ^ 000 and the insignia of hahi Maratib . 


Subsequently he was appointed gubedar of Kabul and 

1 

promoted to the rank of 6000/6000 (5000x2~3h). Qizilbash 

Khan Afsnar belonged to an aristocratic family of Iran, 

his father and grandfather had been governor of Erivon and 

2 

Wazir of Iran respectively. Qizilbash Kfcan had mlpored 

to the Deccan and was appointed a general by Ibrahim Adil 

Shah of Bijapur. In 1632 he joined Mughal service and was 

appointed Tbanadar of Pathri and awarded the rank of 2000/ 

1 0U0. After some time he was promoted to 3 OOO/ 3 OOO 

3 

(500 x 2-3h) and appointed Qiladar of Ahmadnagar. Fis sons 

and sons-in-law were also given suitable ranks and offices 
4 

by Shahjahan. 

Amongst the direct Iranian immigrants the best 
known was All Kardan Khan Zig, a Kurd by origin. His father 
Ganj ‘ml KJaan Zig was a confidential officer of Shah Abbas 1 
who called him Arjumand Babai and appointed him governor of 
Kirman and Qandahar. After his father’s death *Ali I a roan Khan 


1. Lahori , Vol. 1(a), pp. 378-79, 39^) 408. 

2. Ibid . , f. 44 1 . 

3. Ibid., p. 537; Vol. 1(b), pp. 35 , 249, Vol. II, op. 176, 
4T7T Mb, III, 85-87. 

4. 0 e e Appendix(Nos. 7, 8 , 9, 10, 49 and 66 )- 
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was a anointed governor of Qandahar and was called Booa-i- 

1 

ganl by the Shah. When he v;as churged with serious offences 
by Shah Safi he made over the fort of Qandahar to '-'hanjahan 
in 1 63& and came to India where he was awarded the rank 

2 

of 6000/3000 and the titles of Amir-ul Umora ' and Yar-i wafadar. 

lie was iljo appointed gubedar of Kashmir and subseaiv'iilly of 

_ 3 

Lahore and Kabul; his rank was raised to 7000/7000 ( (. 000X2-3 i ). 

ilis sons-in-law Husain Eeg Khan Zig and Ali Eeg Sul inn were 

4 

also entrusted v/ith important assignments. Husain Leg uiian v/as 
fiist awarded the xank of 1000/400; this was subsequently 
raised to 1,^00/1000. Shahjahan subsequently gave him an 
independent charge and appointed him Akhtabcgi (master of 
horse), an assignment which was usually given to a very 
trustworthy man. In 1646 he was given in addition t o office 

r 

— — ^ < — 

of Tuzuk and in 1649 he was node gubedar of hasi-i-ir. Ali Beg 
was appointed deputy subedar of Kashmir and awarded the rank 

_ 6 r - 

of 2000 gat. Other cons of Ali Mardan Khan were awarded 


1 . A. A . A . , Vol. 2, p. 1 04l . Also see Chapter 6 Section II. 

2. La Lori, Vol. II, pp. 92, 123-26, 222-23; Sadia Khan, 

TSrnyJ-i Shah j aha n, MS. Br.M. OR No. 1 671,’ ff. M-9(b) 30(a), 
53(a)', 5 6TaT "Tro fo graph in the Department of History, 
Aligarh), (liereaft r cited as Sadiq Lhan). 

3- Ibi _ . See Appendix (No. 19}. 

4. See Appendix (hos . 20 and 21 ). 

(. Lahori, Vol. II, pp. 141 ,412,431, 492; Muhammad w"ris, 

Bads hah Nama (Transcribed copy Nos. 86, S 7 in the Department 
of History, p. 36 (hereafter cited as Waris). 

6o Lahori, Vol. I L , pp. 100, 1 30; Sadiq Khan, f. > . 9 ( b j . 
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mansabs, but appear to have served in company with u,°ir 

1 ' 

father. Mure hid Quli Khan who came in the train of Ali 

harden Khan came to acquire considerable fame in the Deccan. 

2 

He was first appointed Diwan of the Panj3b and Multan, later 
he was given the charge of Mir-i Atish , elephant stable, 

fauj-'ari of the foot hills of Kangrah and was also appointed 

-3 

A&ntabeg i. Kursuid quli Kuan was well versed in revenue 
matters. He was therefore, appointed diwan of Balagha l and 
Payanghat in the Deccan, during Aurangzeb's second Viceroyalty 
and was raised to the rank of I^OO/lOOO. During his term of 
office in the Deccan, Murshid Quli Khan rendered valuable 
services in the a lministra tion of revenue by a new code of 

c 

regula tions. 


The table also sug f ests that civil or military 
experience of a person were often considered more important 
whan his family background. A number of persons ’who i ad 


1. See Appendix (lJos. 22, 23, 24 and 23 }. 

2. Lahori, Vol. II, pp. 23 O, 331. He was not appointed 
subedar of the Panjab as suggested by Beveridge. Cf. k. 1. 
tr. (Reprint) , New Delhi 1979, Vol. 2, p. 30 k. 

3o Lahori, Vol. II, pp. 362, 471 ; Waris , pp. 192, ?23. 

4. Laris, pp. 192, ^37? 307-304, 323; also see Apo .ndi:;(ho. 27). 

3 . For details of Murshid Quli Khan's revenue reforms in the 
Deccan see Muhammad Ha shim KhafI Khan, Muntaklm b-u l Lubab, 
ed. uabiruddin Ahmad and Ghularn Qadir, Bib'.' In d. , Calcutta 
1864-70, Vol. I, pp. 732-37 (hereafter see K.K. 7 



3 


r > 

u 


aristocratic background (and whose ancestors having been 

v, a_i:r r , ^adrs , and governors of provinces in Iran), while 

they themselves did not have any administrative experience, 

were not given high ranks and offices. They were awarded 

generally a khil 1 2 3 4 5 a t. a horse, or an in f am of some considerable 
1 

amount. Muhammad la* far (No. 39) whose father-in-lav; Saru 

Taqi was wazir of Shah Abbas 1 and Mir Muhammad Had! (No. 50) 

whose father Mir Pafi' was a son-in-law of the Shah and Sadr 

of Iran were awarded merely an in 1 am of Es. 2000/- and 

Rs. 1000/- respectively on their arrival in India, the latter 

however was subsequently appointed to the post of foujaar of 
/■> 1 
cL 

Majhwa. Abdal Beg (No. 69), son of Qalandar Sultan the 
governor of Jam and Firoz (No. 47) and Nia'matullah(No. 48 ) 

the sons of the governor of Ormuz were also awarded Ks.5000/- 

_3 

as in 1 am . None of them was given any important office through 

4 

out the reign of Shah Jahan. 


On the other hand, actual experience was given due 

recognition. Eesides jjhil'a ts , in 1 arcs , horses etc., such 

5 f — 

immigrants were also given ranks. Ali Akbar Bazargan (No.4l ) 


1. Sec Appendix (Nos. 39 , 42, 47, 48 and 50 ). 

2. Lahori, Vol. II, p. 472; karis , pp. 58, 63, 309. 

3. Ibid . , p. 506; Ibid . , pp. 35-36. 

4. See Appendix (Nos . 39, 47, 48 and 50^. 


5. Ibid. , (Nos. 4l , 45, 58 , 62, 63^. 
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was a merchant by profession and had settled with his father 
Haji Muhammad Kamal of Isfahan in Surat during Jahangir's 
reign. On account of his long experience of dealings with 

Mughal officials at Surat, Shahjahan appointed him governor 

1 

of Surat and Kharibayat and awarded him the rank of 500/100. 
Muhammad Muhsin Kirmani (Mo. 45), who had some military 

experience having been an employee of Jani Khan, the 

Qurchibashi (Commander of armoured cavaliers), was awarded 

a rank and in'am of Rs. 6000/- on his arrival at Mughal court. 

Imam Quli Shamlu (Mo. 58 ) and Muhammad Amin Shamlu (Mo. 63) 

who were Yuzbashis (commander of one hundred soldiers; and 

Muhammad Ibrahim (Mo. 62) son of Muhammad Tahir Isfahani, 

who had been wazir of Auqaf in Isfahan, were awarded ranks, 

3 

khil'ats and in' a ms. 


SaiyjdS of noble descent were received with great 

V _ 

respect and awarded ranks and offices of importance. Mir 
Mahmud (Mo. 35) a Saiyii of Isfahan was awarded the rank 

of 3 OO/ 5 O and appointed Darogha of branding; later on he was 

_ __ _ ^ 

promoted to the office of Bajj£ishi and Waqfa nawjs of Ahmadabad. 


1. Lahori, Vol. II, pp. 606-607. 

2. Ibid . , pp. 604-605, 679. 

3. War is , pp. 182, 284, 313 , 234, 213, 215, 272. 

4. See Appendix(Mos. 35 , 43, 68 ). 

5. Lahori, Vol. II, pp. 406, 501 , Waris , pp. 21 5, 360; 
Muhammad Salih Kambo, ' Amal-i Salih i ed. Ghulsm Yazdani, 
Bib . Ind. Calcutta, 19 39, Vol. Ill, p. 469. 
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The w,l oul'i Landin' • figure w as I.irza Muhornrind (Lo. 4-3), 
sen of i i r I adi*" > ashhadi. He was a Saiyid of Lashhad 
and His cnees bars i ad teen guardians of the holy shrine 
of Iwru , ivi 3 a. On his arrival he was given a rani: of 1 000 / 

400 which was subsequently increased to 2000 / 1000 , he was 

1 

also apoointed f auj do r and jagirdar of hands or. 

In the category of scholars, physicims and poo^s, 

( ' 

•who ’w re given varied ranks, offices and other awards, 
i-ciiulon i y bo s.ode of Nulla Alaul hulk Tuni (Lo.12),y n.ii. 
trad ; onrrub then (ho. 33) end hull a Shafl’ai Yasdi 
Boni. i nd Khan (No. 3 7). 

I ulla *Alaul 1 ulh was a m-j Incr.., sic Ian and as orono. icr. 
He was opoointoo I ir-i S anion and afterwards the ^il r Qdar of 
a: ra. e was first o\/arded the rank of [, 00/30 and was 
r - e inly yoi^oted to that of 3000 / 600 , and was granted die 
oitle of F~zil khan. Ilakim Daud laqarrub khan (ho. 33) was 
chief h^ sic Lon under Shah ’Abbas I. But having got fed uc 
wish the fatal intriques of his enemies and perpetual ill - 
tre" b' ent from SloSh Safi and his successor Shah Abbes II, 
he S' u lit refuge with the Mughal court 'where he was nonoui^d 
witu bt e rnangab of 1 3 00/200 and made imperial physic _cn by 


1. Lo: ori,I1 , pp. 309 , $36; Wards, pp. 63, 60 , 126, 130; 

S" 11 q khan, f. 63(a); Z^.Kh. Vol. Ill, po. 100-101. 

2. See Appendix (hos. 3,4,12, 13,1 5, 31 ,33, 34-, r Jk, 37, 60, 70, 73, 
74-). 

3. Lcl ori , Ii, pp. 31 0, 422, 491-92, 733*, laris, pp. 2.13, 
3c ,1 27,24-0,273 ,292 ; M.U. , Vol. Ill, pp. 524--30. 
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by Shall Jatian. Subsequently through rapid promotions he was 

1 

rax sod to the rank of kOOO/lOOO. Mull a Shafi’a-i Yazdi who 

was : ivon the title of Danishmand than, was a learned scnolar 

of Iran. When he came to the notice of Sliah Jahan, he was 

awarded the rank of IQOO/lOO and subsequently promoted to 

2 

that of 3000/600. He is known to us also through Bernier, 
who was employed by him during his sojourn at Delhi, and from 

3 

whom he wished to learn of European sciences. 

Similarly, TIakim Fath Ullah of Shiraz (Wo.13), who 
belonged to a very reputed family of physicians in Iran and 
was the personal physician of Imam Quli Khan the governor of 
Fars , enjoyed high rank and imperial favour, along with his 
kinsmen. 

At the end of this survey a few general features 

emerges. Firstly, the immigration from Iran was generally of 

individuals and not of whole families or establishments 

(retainers, etc.), the only exception being offered by Ali 

Mardan Khan w ho came along with his family and a large number 

of companions and officers. Some of the immigrants 

cane at the instance of relatives already settled 
cr 

J — * — 

in India. Mirza Najaf Ali ( ho. 49 ) is reported to 


1. Lauori ,11 ,pp. 367-68,399,105,627,679,716; Waris, pp. 6, 
126-127, 198, 2 17; ?alih, II, pp. 402-418. 

2 0 Waris, pp. 1 79,1 9*+ ,206,289,306; Salih, III, p. 456; M.U. ,Ii, 
30 - 32 . * 

3. Bernier, op.cit. , p. 4 and note. 

4 0 Lanori, 1(b), o.3yO;II,pp. 4, 336-7 ,404,422; Waris, 255, 306; 
Salih, IIl,p. 471. 

3. hakim Muhammad Muqim came to India on the invitation of 
his cider brother , Hakim Shams a ^ who was then in the scrvic 
of the Golkunda Kingdom, See Waris , p. 357* 
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have arrived in India a liutle before his father's death in 

1 

164b; the father Qizilbash Khan Afshar (No. 6) being already 

in service. Muhammad Ibrahim (No. 60) who migrated to India 

in 1 652 to seek employment in the Mughal Empire was the 

2 

nephew (sister's son) of Hakim Daud l'aqarrub Khan, Similarly, 
Hakim Salih (No. 4), brother of Hakim Fathullah Shirazi and 
Mirza Muhammad (No. 43), son of Mir Badi* Mashhadi came to 
India in 1637 and 1646 respectively presumably because their 
relatives were well established in India. It thus seems 
that the influx of Iranis in the Mughal services was in large 
part a continuation of family immigration that had already 
begun much earlier. 

The Irani immigrants who came from the Deccan were 
almost invariably those who had carved out political careers 
in the Deccan Sultanates; and when they joined Murhal service, 
they came along with their families and large retinue which 
they had gathered there. 

Though it is true that the Iranian immigrants were 
by and large of aristocratic extraction, it appears tout the 
Mughals made a distinction between those who came with some 
administrative background and experience in civil and political 


1. M.U. , III, pp. 86-87. 

2. Waris, p. 198. Taqarrub Khan joined Mughal service in 1644 
and in 1653 he was holding the mansab of 3 » 500/1 000. See 
Appendix(No. 33 ^. 
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matters, and those without it. Our evidence suggests 

clearly that the former were generally awarded higher ranks 
1 

and offices. 

Another distinctive feature of the immigration 
during the reign of Shahjahan is that we do not come across 
a single instance of a noble who came to India because of 
religious persecution in Iran as was often the case in the 

r> 

<L _ 

preceding period. Almost all these immigrants were shi'as 
by faith. Apparently during this period the Safavid i uiers 
(Shah Safi and Shah Abbas II) were primarily engaged in 
curbing the powers of the old Qizilbash aristocracies, creat- 

3 

ing a now military corps of the ghulams ( QuIIars ). It was 
probably this factor which induced the elements out of favour 
at the court to migrate to India. 

An important aspect of the Iranian reception in 
India is a lack of sectarian discrimination,, The kce ^vs of 
Shi' a shrines in Iran (No. 43) were obviously shi ' ite 
theologians or at least members of families venerated by the 
shi'as. Yet for ihat very reason they received high honour 
at the court of Shahjahan, who otherwise was quite fond of 
projecting himself as a resolute Sunni sovereign. 


1. Cf. Appendix. 

2 0 See Chapter I. 

3. P.K. Holt and others (ed. ) The Cambridge History of Islam , 
London, 1970, Vol. I, pp. 40~6-4l & . * 
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CHAPTER THREE 


IMMIGRATION FROM IRAN UNDER AURANGZEB 


During Aurangzeb' s reign there appears to have been 
a marked decline in the number of Iranian immigrants, though 
the broad pattern of their nmmigra tion remained the same as 
in the reign of Shahjahan. As before we find that many of 
the immigrants themselves or their ancestors had held impor- 
tant offices under their previous masters in Iran or in the 
Deccan before joining Mughal service. Similarly, some 
scholars, poets and physicians of repute also came to India 
and were given posts in the Mughal nobility. Though the 
number of Iranians, coming direct from Iran, declined, they 
could still maintain their majority in the Mughal ruling 
class because of the influx of the Iranis from the Dcccan. 

The decline of the direct migration may have been due partly 
to the decline of the Safavid Empire and partly to Aurangzeb' 

continuous engagement in the Deccan affairs which naturally 

1 

lessened his interest in the situation on the north-west. 

It is also likely that owing to the continuous engagement of 
Mughal forces in the Deccan, large-scale recruitment of the 
Deccanis and the consequent pressure on the limited resources 


1. Mugha l No bili ty, op. cit . , p. 17. 




5 


u 


of the Empire, might have reduced the opportunities for 
Iranians directly coming from the homeland. 

A list of immigrants is given in the Appendix to 
this chapter based on the major sources of Aurangzeb's reign. 
The number within brackets after each name to be mentioned 
in the text of this chapter refers to the serial numbers 
given to the person concerned in the Appendix. 

An analysis of the table suggests certain interesting 
features regarding the nature and type of the immigianus in 
comparison to the preceding period. So far as the nature of 
immigration is concerned, it is worth observing that none 
of the immigrants seems to have made his way to India as a 
result of being forced to leave the country by growing 
political instability. Such as came in search of employment 
generally had their relatives in India with important 
positions . 

As regards the type of immigrants it appears that 
unlike Shahjahan's reign the number of poets, scholars, 
scientists and physicians experienced a marked decline in 
this period. During Shahjahan's reign as many as 1 6 out of 
74 i.e. 21.6 per cent of the total immigrants belonged to 

this category wnile under Aurangseb only two are known out 

1 

of 41 total immigrants i.e. only 4.8 per cent. It. ma., be 


1. See Appendix, hos. 1 and 21 



pointed out that these two were scholars; not a single 
physician or scientist came to India under Aurangzeb, where- 
as during the preceding period out of 16 immigrants belonging 

to category of intellectuals seven were physicians of repute 

1 

and two were scientists, mathematician and astronomers. 

Secondly, very few of the immigrants from Iran came without 

any family -connections during this period; nineteen out of 

36 are known to have belonged to families branches of which 

had already come and settled in India. We may take as an 

example the family of khalifa Sultan, the Wazir of Iran, 

2 

offers example of such immigrants. Mir Muhammad Had!, a 

great grandson of Khalifa Sultan and Mir da' far Isfahan!, 

Khalifa Sultan's sister's son had already settled in India 

3 

during Shahjahan's reign. Among others mention may be made 

of Muhammad Amin Beg (No. 8 ), son-in-law of Zulfiqar Khan, 

Isfandyar (No. 10), a cousin of Asad Khan, Burhanuddin (No.13), 

nephew of Fazil Khan Tuni, Muhammad Ali Beg (No. 19), son 

of Ali Mardan Khan, and Mir Mahmud (No. 20), brother of Mirza 

Muhammad Mashhadi Asalat Khan. 

• • " 


1. These were Mulla Shafi'a Danishmand Khan and Mulla 'Ala- 
ul Mulk Tuni Fazil Khan. For others see Chapter Second, 
Appendix, Nos. 13,14,33,34,60, 73 and 74. 

2 0 See Appendix, Nos, 4,^,1 5 , 22-24, 27 , 33 and 37. 

3 . See Chapter Second, Appendix, Nos 50 and 69. 
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Most immigrants coming directly from Iran did not 
succeed in obtaining very high ranks. The only exception 
seems to be the members of Khalifa Sultan's family, and 
even in this family only a very few who wire diiect descen- 
dants of Khalifa were awarded high mangabs on their arrival 
in India. Mir 'Iniad (No. 5), a sister's son of Kpalifa 

Sultan was given the rank of 1000/200 together with Khilat 

1 

and a cash award of Rs. 12,000/-, Mir Qiwamuddin Khan 
(No. 22), a brother of Knallfa Sultan, was granted the rank 
of 3000/1,500, a khilat and Rs. 10,000/- as in' am and his 
son Mir Sadruddln (No. 23) was awarded a mangab of 700/100 
and was later appointed Mir Atish with the title of Saf 

2 I _ _ r _ 

Shikari Khan. A grandson of Khalifa Sultan, Mir Ali Naqi 

(No. 3 /), was granted the roangab of 4000/2000 and was awarded 

a Khil^at and Rs. 10,000/- as in’am when he came to the 

. - 

court. Those who were not the direct descendants of Khalifa 
Sultan, such as his sons-in-law, Mir Hi&ayat ullah (No. 4) 
unu. ^xyiu Sadr-i Jahan (No. 15), were given at the most 


1. Muhammad Kazim, ' Alamgir Nama , ed. Maulavis R^adim 
Husain and 'Abdul Hai, Calcutta, 1866-73, pp. 486-67. 
(Hereafter see Kazim). 

_ _ f- - — 

2. Saqi Mustaid Khan, Ma 1 agir-i Alamgir i , Calcutta, 1871, 
PP» 130, 240 (hereafter cited as M.A .), cf. M. U . II, 
746,* III, 109. 

3. Abul Fazl Mamuri, Tarikb-i Aurangzeb , OR. MS. 1671, f. 
193(b) (hereafter see Ma'muri). 



55 


a cash award of Rs. ^ 000 /-, a ktjil'at and probably a small 

1 

rank. Similarly, a son-in-law of Saf Shikan Khan, Haji 

Muhammad Rafi* (No. 33 )» was granted a khil'a t when he arrived 

‘ 2 

here. 


Another noticeable feature is the continuing crucial 

3 

importance of family background of immigrants, as against 

this experience and abilities were not a sure passport to 

rank. Muz af far Beg Kirmani (No. 11 ) who had been Wa zir of 

Kirman before coming to India was not given any rank but 

4 

only a cash award of Rs. 5000/-. 

As against this the members of Khalifa Sultan's 
family were recepients of high ranks and important posts 
at the Mughal court on account of their being the descendants 

" _ 5 

of a highly reputed aristocratic family of Iran. Mirza 
Safavi Khan 'Ali Naqi (No. 40), a grandson (by daughter) 
of Shiah Abbas II, was awarded the rank of 3000/1000 
obviously because he belonged to the royal family of Iran. 


1. Nazim op . cit , pp. 473, 851-52; M. A. , p. 270. 

2. M. A. , p. 270; also see Appendix, No. 33* 

3 . See Chapter T vvq. 

4. Kazim, p. 743. 

5. See Appendix, Nos. 5, 22, 23 , 2 7 and 37. 

6 . M.A. , p. 482; Cf. M.U. , III, pp. 653~54. 
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It is significant that a large number of immigrants 

who came direct from Iran during this period were those 

whose relatives had been in the Mughal service and it can 

be presumed that they came at the invitation of their 

relatives. Muhammad Amin Beg (No. 8), was son-in-law of 

Zulfiqar Khan; Isfandyar (No. 10), a cousin of Asad Khan; 

Burhanuddin (No. 13), the nephew of Fazil Khan Tuni; 

Muhammad All Beg (No. 19), son of Ali Mardan Khan Amir-ul- 

Urnara , Mir Mahmud (No. 20), brother of Asalat Khan Mirza 

Muhammad Mashhadi; Haji Muhammad Rafi* (No. 33), son-in-law 

of Saf Shikan Khan; and Mukaramat Khan Muhammad Mansur 

.1 

(No. 34), a grandson of Mahabat Khan Haiderabadi. All of 
these persons migrated to India with the expectation of 
getting high mansabs at the Mughal Court. 

As for the Deccani immigrants of Iranian origin 
Aurangzeb's policy seems to have been more liberal as 
compared to Shahjahan, and more liberal still from 1682 
onwards when Aurangzeb's long process of total annexation 
of the whole of the Deccan began. A substantial number of 


1 . See Ma 1 II, agir-ul Umar a' 1 for lives of Ziilfiqar Khan ( M. U. 

II, 89-93),' Asad Khfn ( M. T J. ,1 , 310-21), Fazil Khan Tun! 
( M. U . , III, 524-30), r Ali' Cardan Khan ( M. U . , II, 795-807), 
ApTat Khan (M.TJ. , I, 222-5), §af Shikan Khan (M.TJ. ,11, 
746-7), Mahabat Khan Haiderabadi (M. T J 0 ,III, 62 7 r 32'). 
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i 

the Deceani nobles had then to be taken into service. The 
list in Appendix can not pretend to be complete as we do 
not know of the racial grouping of many of the Deccani 
officers. Thus the rather small number of the I rani -Dec cards 
( 8 out of 41 ) does not probably represent the true posi- 
tion, since a number of Iranian Deccani nobles may have 
been excluded from our list. 

The Deccani nobles, whether Irani or other, were 
given high grants quite generously. In 1688, the Deccani 
recruits holding upto 1000 zat ranks were also exempted 
from providing security bonds. It may, however, be pointed 
out that during Aurangzeb's reign the official definition 
for the term, Deccani was that all the nobles, whether of 
Indian or foreign origin, who, before joining the Mughal 
service, had served under either of the Deccani Kingdoms 
(Bijapur and Golconda) were to be treated as Deccanis. They 
were subject to one -fourth deduction from their pay claims 
as against those foreigners who directly joined the Mughal 
service in the Deccan after their arrival there. These 

1. On the basis of Janfe dami statistics, M. Athar Ali has 
drawn the conclusion that" while the share of the Mughal 
Provinces of the Deccan in the Jamb dami of the Empire 
between 1667 and 1691 increased' only by "35.5 per cent 
the proportion of the Deccani nobles between 1 658-78 and 
1 679-1 707 rose by 136.5 per cent. See Mughal Mob ility, 

p. 28. * 

2. Yusuf Husain Khan (ed. ), Selected Documents of Aurangzeb’s 
Reign 1 659-1 706 A, D . , Central Records Office, Hyderabad, 
1958, p. 182. (hereafter cited as S.D. A. ). 
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i 

direct entrants were exempted from this deduction. After 
the annexation of Golkonda (1687), Saqi Musta'id Khan writes 
that a separate volume would be required to give details of 
the coming of Haiderabadis to the Mughal court, their join- 
ing imperial service and receiving mansabs from 7000 to 
2 ‘ 

500 zat . This influx of the 'upstart 1 Deccanis , in the 

later years of Aurangzeb, and their increasing ranks and 

numbers over the old mans abdars caused much resentment amone 

3 

the older nobility - the Khanazads a Saiyid Sultan Karbalai 

(No. Ik), an officer of Golkonda, was awarded the rank of 

1 500/600, a khil'at and Rs. 12,000/- as in' am on his arrival 

k _ _ 

at the Mughal Court in 1 663- Mir Husaini 'Ali Mardan Khan 

Haiderabadi (No. 35) and Mustafa Khan Abdur Razzaq Lari 

(No. 36) were granted the man?abs of 5000/5OOO and 5OOO/3OOO 

5 

respectively on their joining service in 1688. It is 

significant that Abdur Raszaq Lari unwillingly joined Mughal 

service while 'Ali Mardan Khan had deserted the service of 
6 

Golkonda. 


1 • S.D. A . , p. 6k. 

2. M. A. , p. 302. 

3. Ma'amurl, ff. 1 56(b)-1 57(a ) ; Cf. Nobility , pp. 28-29. 

k. Kazim, pp. 8k0, 8k3; M.b. , III, p. 619-20. 

% M. A . , p. 396 ; Ma'amurl, ff. 177(a), 178(a); K.K. ,op.cit, 
Po 373; also see M . U . , II, p. 82k. ~ ' 

Mo 3 P* 36k; Ma'amurl, ff. 177 (a), 18k(b), 186(b); 

K.K . I, II, k0k-9; M.b. , II, 82k-5. 



Perhaps the most significant of the Deccani 

ifflini; rants was Muhammad Ibrahim Mahabat Khan Haiderabadl 

L * — — • 

(No. 32). He was the Commander-in-chief of the Golkonda 

Kingdom before his arrival at the Mughal court in 1 687. 

1 

He was granted a mans ab of 7000/6000. He was perhaps the 

first among the Deccani immigrants of Aurangzeb's reign 

to be awarded such a high rank on the very day of his 

arrival. This reflects Aurangzeb's policy of granting ranks 

generously to the Deccani nobles in order to win them over 
2 

to his side. 


1. M. k , , p. 269j Ma'amuri, f. 172(b); K. K. , II, pp. 305 - 6 ; 
M.Uo T III, pp. 627-8. 

2. Ma'amuri, ff. 156(b) - 157(a); K.K. , II, p. 396. 
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CHAPTER FOUR 


POSITION OF IRANIS AS M ^NQAB HO LDERS 
(a) SH3HJAHAN 

Lahori and Muhammad Waris give us the only official 
lists of man; abdars of Shahjahan's reign, holding ranks of 
500 gat and above. Lahori provides two separate lists of 
mans abdars at the close respectively of the 10 th an"' 20th 
regnal years. Waris gives the corresponding list for the 
3 0th year. These three lists give the names of m angabdars , 
both alive and dead, during the preceding decade arranged 
according to ranks last held by them.^ There is no doubt 
about the general authenticity of Lahori *s lists, but they 
are not free from slips. In a few instances, the names of 
mangabdars who had been successively promoted during a 
d-cade have been repeated under different ranks, one held 
before and the other after promotions. Waris ' s list seems 
more accurate for there is no case of such repetitions 
here. Lahori 1 s two lists respectively contain the n=mes 
of 189 and 213 mans abdars of 1000 gat and above, alive at 
the terminal point while Waris lists a total of 240 
mangabdars of the same ranks, similarly alive at the end 
of the third decade. 

Lahori, 1(b) pp. 292-328; II, pc. 717-752; Waris, 
Badshahnama , Ethe, 329, ff. 259 (a) -272 (a) . I am” 
indebted to Prof. M. Athar Ali for providing me 
this list. 


1 . 




lhese three lists are supplemented by Muhammad 
Salih Kamboh, Salih's list which is apparently based on 
the lists of Lahori and Waris and gives the names and 
last ranks of all the mansabdars of Shahjahan's reign, 
whether dead or alive. Of these 245 m ansabdars of 1000 
sat and above, were alive at the end of Shahjahan's reign. 
Salih must have some other source for adding new appoint- 
ments and promotions made in the last three (lunar) 
years of Shahjahan's reign. 1 His list, however, contains 
many omissions. Thus certain names which occur in 'War is* s 
list are missing in Salih's. 

To analyse these lists the mansabdars of 1000 zat 
and above, alive at the terminal point of each of the 
lists, have been taken into account: Only such high 

2 

mansabdars were entitled to be called uma ra* (nobles) . 

As regards the classification of various racial groups, 
such as Iranis, Turanis, Afgjaans, 0 haikhzadas , Rajputs, 
Marathas, 'other Muslims' and 'other Hindus’, the 
system adopted by M. Athar Ali has been followed here. 

The last group 'other Hindus', includes all Hindus 
except the Rajputs and Marathas. 'Other Muslims' includ® 

r 

Abyssinians, Arabs and the Muslims whose racial affili- 
ations could not be established. 

1. Salih, III, pp. 448-470. Cf. Mughal Nobility , 
op.cit . , p . 8 . 

2. Mughal Nobility , p.7. 



At the outset an attempt has been made to work 
out the numerical strength of different racial groups in 
the nobility during the three decades of Shahjahan's reign 
separately. Then we shall try to establish the numerical 
strength of Iranis belonging to different regions such as 
those of jandahar, Isfahan, Tehran, Mashhad, jazwin and 
lOiawaf . 


Now coming to the analysis of our data it appears 
that there were 189 mangabdars of 1000 zat and above 
(excluding Princes) in the first decade of Shahjahan's 
reign of which 153 (i.e. 80.9%) were Muslims and 36 
(i.e. 19%) were Hindus. Of the Muslin]?63 were Iranis, 

37 Turanis, 20 Afghans, 15 Indian Muslims and 18 Other 
Muslims. Thus the groups respectively 33.3%, 19.5%, 

10. 5/ 0 , 7.9% and 9.5% of the total number of mangabdars . 
This shows that Iranis enjoyed the highest position, 
being the largest group, among mangabdars of 1000 gat 
and above during the first decade. 

An analysis of the racial composition with a 
further breakdown of ranks at the end of the first 
decade may be of some interest. If we establish three 
categories, viz., (a) 5000 zat and above; (b) 3000 to 
4000 gat and (c) 10'>0 to below 3000, we can further see 

how these ranks were held. Out of 20 total mangaodars 
in category (a) in the first decade as many as 10 were 
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Iranis, that is, 50% as against Turanis 20%, and 
Indian Muslims lo% (no Afghan and 'Other Muslim' 
falling in this category) . Rajput and Maratha 
m ansabdars together (4 in number) occupied a position 
equal to that of the Turanis. In category (b) , however, 
out of 44 mansabdars 13 were Iranis, that is 29.5%, as 
against Turanis 7(15.9%), Afghans 3(6.8%), Indian Muslims 
4(9%) and 'Other Muslims' 6(13.6%). Rajputs and Marathas 
respectively numbered 6 and 5 and together constituted 
25% of the total number or m ansabdars of category (b) . 
Similarly, in category (c) the Iranis enjoyed roughly 
the same position as in (b) ; they numbered 40 or 32% 
out of the totaie|l25 mansabdars . This compares with 
Turanis 26(20.8%), Afghans 17(13.6%), Indian Muslims 
9(7.2%) and 'Other Muslims' 12(9.6%). Rajputs equalled 
the Afghans in number. Thus it appears that during the 
first ten years of Shahjahan's reign the Iranis formed 
not only the largest group, but they occupied a still 
better position in the highest ranks than was warranted 
by their numbers in medium and lower ranks of the uraara ; 
or nobility (see Table-1) . 

At the end of the second decade there were 160 
Muslim mansabdars and 53 Hindus or 75.1% and 24.8% 
respectively, out of a total of 213 mansabdars of 1000 


zat and above. Out of the Muslim mansabdars , as many 
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as 62 were Iranis, that is, 29.1% of the* total mansabdars . 
Among the three categories already defined, they constitu- 
ted 42.8%, 39.5% and 24.1% respectively, thus still 
accounting for higher proportions in the highest ranks. 
Their position may be compared with that of the Turanis 
who were 19% in category (a), 1 1 . 6% in (b) and 19.4% in 
category (c) , while the Rajputs were respectively 19%, 
9.3%, and 20.1%. In the over-all composition Rajput$ 7 
numerically, equalled the Turanis and constituted the 
second largest group in the nobility at the end of the 
second decade. Interestingly enough, in category (b) , 
Marathas appear to have exceeded all the racial groups 
except the Iranis and thus they now formed the second 
largest group in category (b) . (see Table-2). 

At the end of the third decade, as Table-3 shows, 
out of 240 mansabdars of 1000 zat and above, 184 or 76.6% 
were Muslims and 56 or 23.3% were Hindus. Among Muslims 
the Iranis again formed the largest group, being 80 or 
33.3% of the total number of mansabdars. In the three 
categories as well, the Iranis are found occupying a 
dominant position respectively numbering 58.8%, 31.8% and 
31.2% of the total number of m ansabdars in these 
categories. Again, as in the 10th year, they are seen 
to form the majority at the top, while in the medium 
and lower levels, they account for a third of the nobles. 
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Their position compares with Turanls who were 17.6% 
in category (a) , 15.9% in (b) and 19.5% in category 
(c) , while the Rajputs were respectively 17.6%, 25% 
and 17.3%. 


On the whole it may be inferred that in the 10th 
year, a ratio of 80% and 20% was maintained between 
Muslim and Hindu mansabdars but in the last two decades a 
ratio of the proportion of the Hindus had risen to about 
25%. Our tables show that Rajputs numbered 13.7% in 
the 10th year while in the 2oth and 3oth years of 
Shahjahan's reign, they numbered 17.8% and 18.7% respect- 
ively. Significantly enough, the Rajputs became numerically 
equal to Turanis in the last two decades while in 
the first decade they were distinctly fewer. Although 
there was a general decline of Muslim mansabdars at the 
end of the second decade. Indian Muslims are exceptionally 
found to have attained a sh^rp rise in their position as 
compared to the 10th year. Finally, Iranis enjoyed through- 
out a more dominant position in the category of mansabdars 
of highest ranks in comparison with their position in 
the two lower categories. 

As far as Iranis belonging to different regions 
are concerned a d m cade-wise analysis is offered to see 
which regions benefitted most from Imperial favour. 

At the end of the first decade, out of 63 total Iranian 



mansabdars of 1000 zat and above, the Harvis (from 


Herat) were the most numerous single group ( i. e . 1 2 . 69%) , 
while the Mashhad is (from I-lashhad) (11.11%) came next. 
Those from Qazwin, at 9.52%, occupied the third place 
followed by the Shirazis and Tehranis, each accounting 
for 7.93% in the total number of the Iranian mansabdars . 
Such Iranis, as cannot be identified according to their 
native places (including those from f lraq and Khurasan) 
numbered 17.46% (see Table-4). 

At the end of the second decade the Qandaharis 

had risen to prominence. They comprised about 12.9% of 

the total of 62 Iranian mansabdars of 1000 zat and above 

It may be suggested that the Qandaharis achieved such a 

higher proportion among the Iranis probably because of 

the Kurds who having migrated from Qandahar, under f Ali 

Mardan Khan Zig, entered the Mughal service at the begin 

ning of the second decade of Shahjahan's reign . 1 2 The 

Mashhadis now occupied the second place constituting 

11.29% while the Harvis, Shirazis and Tehranis came 

next as each of them constituted 8.06% of the total 

Iranian mansabdars . The unspecified Iranis numbered 

nearly 21%. Among the smaller, but important groups, 

to mention a few, were those of Qazwin (6.45%), Yazd 

„ 2 

(4.83%), Isfahan and Kashan (3.22% each). 

1. For *AlI Mardan Khan's career see my article "Ali 
Mardan Khan - A great Iranian noble of Shahjahan", 
PIHC, Burdwan, 1983, pp, 198-210; also chapter 6 
section II, inf rayPp £$Q-3o 7 . 

2. See Table-5. 
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At the end of the third decade the Qandaharis 
remained much th» largest group in the Iranian nobility. 
They numbered 12.5% of the total 80 Iranian mansabdars 

— J — 

of 1000 zat and above. The Harvis occupied the second 
place ( 1 0/o ) and Yazdis the third (8.75/), followed by 
the -mshhadis (7.5/b. Among the smaller groups mention 
may bo made of Shitazis and Teh rani*; (5% each) and the 
Qa 7 w inis (3.75/).^ 

A rather large f roportion has here to be allowed 
for the Iranis, whose native places are not ascertained, 
the proportion being 22.5%. 

vie thus see that among the Iranis certain regional 
groups tended to be more prominent than others. Of s jch 
groups, to mention the Harvis and Mashhadis were the most 
consistently important. At the end of the first dec ad-- 
the Harvis and at the end of the second decade and of the 
third decade, the Qandaharis formed the single largest 
groups among the Iranis. The mashhadis were the second 
largest group in the Inth and 2oth year, while in the 
30th year the Harvis occupied this position. As regards 
the third largest group, Qazwinis o^cupi^d this place 
at the end of the first decade, the Harvis, Shiraz is and 
Tehr~nis at the end of the second and the Yazdis in the 


1 . See Table-6 . 



r y f 
/ >t 


third "ocade. Similarly, at ('he end of the first 
decade Shirnzis >>nd Tonranir formed the fourth larnest 
orouiy replaced by me Qazwinis by the 20th year and 
Mashhadis by the 3oth. Thus, it appears that except 
fo) (re Yazdis, who attained some rotinence in the 
last decade only, aiJ the above mentioned Iranian groups 
any ho 1 -’ remained the large and dominant groups a.,*ong 
irari-.ns throughout the reign of Shahjahan. It in 'Iso 
noteworthy that during the entire period the two groups 

- Shirazi and Tehran! numerically enjoyed about the same 

1 

pon i 'ion, 


A decade-wise statistical data of mansabs he J d by 

• — 

diifejent racial orounr, including Iranis from different 
regions, may permit un to have another vantage point for 
examining their position. In the main, there are three 
separate tables, each for the end of a decade, showing 
a ea teoory-wise break up of mans a bs held by different 
racial croups. Each table lints mansabs of 1000 z at -ni 
above, held by the irmnsabda rs ,;ho were alive at the <~ n d 
of the decade. The ranks oi I T 'inces have not been ta <en 
into account. Thu~ the to ( a 1 number of m ansab s , in the 
three decades, corner, ~s follows: 


1 


See Tables 1 


and 6. 



loth year 


20th year 


30th year 


1 


1 


gat 

4, 54, 500 


sawar 


zat 


sawar 


zat 


sawar 


3,63,550 4,67,000 3,80,800 4,97,500 3,72,950 


These figures vary from those given by M. Athar Ali 1 and 

from those given by Irfan Habib for the first ten years 
2 

only , even after excluding the ranks of princes which 
they have included. At the end of the first decade, out 
of a total of 4,54,500/3,63,550 ranks the Muslim 
mansabdars held 3,68,000/3,01,750 or 80.96% of the 
total sat and 83.0% of the total sawar ranks. The Iranis 
alone held 36.52% and 36.11% respectively of the total 
sat and sawar ranks. Thus, the Iranis held highest number 
of ranks during first ten years of Shahjahan's reign, 
followed by the Turanis who accounted for 19,03% of the 
tota] gat and 21.42% of the total sawar ranks. The ranks 
held by Hindu mansabdars totalled 19.03% ( gat ) and 16.99% 
( sawar ) . Afghans and 'Other Muslims' held an almost 
equal number of ranks as they both respectively accounted 
for 8.47/7.56% and 8.36/7.19% of the gat and sawar ranks. 
Indian Muslims shared, a little more than Afghans and 
'Other Muslims', 8.50/10.70% of the gat and sawar ranks. 

1. Cf. Apparatus, op. cit ., p. XIV. 


2 . 


Cf. 'The Man sab System, 1595-1637', PIHC . 1967, p.244. 
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Category-wise too, the Iranis are found to have 

held the highest number of ranks in each category, 

claiming highest in category (a) i.e. 51.85% and 49.24% 

respectively of the total 1,08,000 zat and 1,32,000 

sawar ranks. In category (b) they possessed 30.66/O of 

the total gat and 26.47% of the total sawar ranks; 

and in category (c) 32.56% and 30.49% respectively. 

In each category the Turanis were the second highest 

claimant of ranks, holding 20.37% and 23.48% in category 

(a), 17.33% and 20% in category (b) and 19.59% and 

20.46% in category (c). In categories (a) and (b) 

Rajputs occupied the third place but in category (c) 

1 

they were superseded by the Afghans. 

At the end of the second decade, there was an 
over-all increase in the ranks of Hindu mansabdars . 

They possessed 23.44% and 23.17% respectively of the 
total of 4,67,000 zat and 3,80,800 sawar ranks. This 
was a rise of more than 4% in the zat and 6% in the 
sawar ranks, over the decade. While the ranks of the 
Muslim mansabdars suffered a decline at the correspon- 
ding rate over their previous ones, as they held now 
76.55% of the total gat and 76.82% of the total sawar 
ranks. But the Iranis still held highest number of 

1. See Table-7. 
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ranks, claiming 32.86% of the total za ■_ and 33.63,o of 
the sawar ranks/ though it vns a decline by 3.66 . in 
the zat and 2.48 % in the su.iar rank over their previous 
ones in the preceding decade. A category-wise analysis 
of t he mansab statistics reveals a trend of a general 
fall in the ranks of Muslim mans abdars except those of 
the Iranis in category (b) and Indian Muslims in category 
(c). In category (c) the general decline in the ranks 
of all the Muslim racial groups, with the exception of 
Indian Muslims, was such that the total numbers of ranks 
in the hands of nindu mans abdars was much higher than 
that held by Iranis, and the rank held by the Ha j puts 
alone was higher than that of the Turanis. 

At the end of the third decade a further rise in 
the ranks of Hindu inansabdars, with a corresponding 
decrease in the ranks of Muslim mansabdars , occurred. 

Out of 4,97,500 zat and 3,72,950 sawar ranks Hindu 
inansabdars held 24. 32,» and 2b. 71,o respectively, while 
75.67% and 71.28,^ respectively of the total gat and 
sawar ranks were held by Muslim mansabdars . There was 
thus about 1% fall in th^ zat and more than 5 A fall 
in the s iwar ranks of the Muslims and a corresponding 
rise in that of Hindus over the decade. The Iranis, 
however, held the highest number of ranks i.e. 37.38% 
of the zat and 3->.i3/» of the sawar ranks. Thus the Iranis 
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experienced an increase of 4.52/6 and 5.30% respectively 
in their zat and s awar ranks over the decade. The Rajputs 1 
share increased by 3.04% and 6.23% in the gat and sawar 
ranks in comparison to the end of the second decade. 

The other racial groups, both Muslims and Hindus, suffered 
a general decline in their ranks. 

Category-wise too, the Iranis appear to have 
attained highest number of ranks in all categories vis- 
a-vis other racial groups in the nobility. Especially 
among the top-ranking mansabdars of category (a > , Iranis 
possessed highest place in the hierarchy, as they held 
59.78% and 69.01% of the total gat and sawar ranks in 
this category at the end of the third decade. This was 
an unprecedented rise in their status, as mansab dars , 
after the first decade of Ghahjahan's reign. The Turanis 
did not come up to them as their total gat ranks was 
equal to those of Rajputs (17.39%) while they held the 
lowest number of sawar ranks (2.81%) in this category. 

Category (b) shows a sharp decline in the ranks 
of Iranis and a great increase in the ranks of Rajputs 
as compared with their respective ranks in this 
category at the end of the second decade. The total 
rank of Muslim mansabdars sustained a loss of 11.51% 
in the gat and 13.28% in the sawar rank over the decade 



in this category. Significantly enough, the total rank 

of Hindu mansabdars was now 33.81% and 34.91% of the 

, 1 - ■ 

total gat and sawar ranks respectively which is higher 
than those held by Iranis i.e. 31.65% and 29.55%. The 
total rank of Rajputs alone (25.17% and 28.34%) was 
much higher than that of the Turanis (16.54% and 14.77%). 

In category (c) the Iranis* share in the total ranks 
again increased, by more than 8% both in gat and aawar 
over the preceding decade, as they held 32.64% of the 
total gat and 25.35% of the total sawar rank. The total - 
sawar ranks held by Hindu mansabdars 1 was almost equal 
to that of the Iranis and their total zat rank w as equal 
to that of the Turanis (19.88%). The sawar rank of the 
Rajputs (21.35%) was considerably higher than that held 
by the Turanis (17.29%). 

The analysis of the mansabs , confirms the 
impressions derived from the count of numbers of the 
nobles. The Iranis formed the largest single group in 
the nobility, w ith the largest share in the top-ranks 
throughout Shahjahan's reign. What is of much interest 
is that here too after the first decade a proportionate 

1. It was 25.41% of the total sawar rank which is 
slightly higher than that of IrSnis. See 
Table-9, category (c). 
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decline in the ranks of Muslim mansabdars is noticed 
•with a corresponding increase in the ranks of Hindu 
mansabdars . Thirdly , the Rajputs appear to have been 
so largely promoted during the last ten years of 
Shahjahan's reign that their total rank surpassed that 
of the Turanis who had oeen, in term of mansabs, the 

. y ■ ■ — 1 

second most powerful section in the nobility till the 
end of first twenty years of Shahjahan's reign. This 
suggests that Hindus in general and Rajputs in particular, 

both numerically and as mansabdars, received considerable 

« 

promotions during the last twenty years of Shahjahan's 
reign . 


Finally, a decade-wise tabulation of the mansaos 
held by the Iranis, in the three categories, from 
different regions can also be made. Table-10 reveals 
that during the first decade the Tehranis, who mos tly 
belonged to itimad-ud Daula ' s family, held the highest 
number of ranks accounting 13.85% and 24.29% respecti- 
vely out of the total 1,66,000 sat and 1,31,300 sawar 
ranks held by Iranis. This group, we may remember, 
claimed only 5 member or 7.93% of the strength of the 
Irani group; obviously their very high ranks gave them 
totals in mansabs out of proportion to their numbers. 


The Mashhadis possessed 13.55% of the total zat and 




16.41% of the total sawar ranks of the Iranis, were the 
second most powerful group, followed by the Harvis 
holding 11.14% and 8.37% of the two ranks respectively. 
Both the Jandaharis and Qazwinis held a fair number of 
ranks and they may be assigned a fourth place among 
the Iranians. Iranis of unsown origin, however, held 
as many as 16.86% of the total gat and 14.35% of the total 
sawar rank of the Iranis.^ - 

During the second decade the people from Qandahar, 
just as they numerically outnumbered the others so 
in ranks too, they held largest number of ranks (15.63% 
gat and 19.12'% sawar ) among Iranis, and thus superseded 
the Tehranis (10.42% gat and 14.59% sawar ) who njw held 
the third position while the Mashhadis still maintained 
their previous status (l2.05> u gat and 14.67% sawar ) . 

The people from Shiraz, holding 9.12% zat and 3.27 u 
sawar , and those from Herat, holding 3.46% gat and 6.79% 

sawar ranks, were the other two strong groups at the 

_ 2 

end of the second decade of Shahjahan's reign. 

In the 30th year of Shahjahan's reign the 
Qandaharis, again, are found to have held highest number 

1. See Table- 10. 


2. See Table-11. 
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of ranks i.e. 15.05% and 21 , 14 % of the total 1,86,000 
gat and 1,45,200 sawar ranks respectively. Both the 
Mashhadls and the Tehranls appear to have lost their 
respective previous positions being replaced, by the 
Harvis (9.67% gat and 10.67% sawar ) and the Yazdis 
(8.60% zat and 5.23% sawar ) . ^ 

At the end of this survey, it may be noted that 
inspite of Shahjahan's growing consciousness in 
Central Asian affiliations, as he resumed the title 
of Sahib Qiran-i ganl for himself, and his efforts 
to recover his ancestral land, the Turanis appear to 
have been loosing, both in numbers of mansabdars and in 
man gabs , with each decade. On the contrary, Iranis 
were not only the largest and most powerful racial 
group in the nobility but prospered throughout the 
reign of Shah j ah' an. Iranis are found to have been 
constituting above 30 per cent of the nobility and 
holding about the same percentage of the total ranks, 
while the Turanis, both in numbers and in man sabs 
never rose above 20 per cent. Despite a considerable 
fall in their ranks during the second decade, the 
Iranis, on an average held above 50% of the total 
mangabs in the category of 'highest* ranks. Secondly, 


1. See Table-12. 



during the last twenty years of Shahjahan's reign, 

Hindus in general and Rajputs in particular are noticed 
to have increased their number and ranks. Their numerical 
composition was equal to that of Turanis during the last 
two decades. 

Besides comparing the man sabs attained by nobles 
of various groups, which we have studied so far, it 
may also be of some significance to examine the propor- 
tions that sawar ranks bore to the zat ranks within 
each group. Information on this is brought together 
in Table-13. The gat rank, it may be recalled, deter- 
mined the status and personal salary of the mansabdars , 
while the sawar rank prescribed the size of military 
contingent, and the pay he received for it. If the 
sawar - zat ratio was low, it would show that the mansab - 
dar was being given a much higher status than was 
justified by the military contingent he was obliged to 
keep. This may be illustrated by the following example. 

The sawar ranks of Muslim mansabdars at the end of the 

■ » — 1 ■ 

30th R.Y. of Shahjahan's reign amounted to 70.61% of their 
total zat ranks, while in the case of Hindu mansabdars the 
proportion was 88.51%. Clearly, then, in general, compared 
to Hindu mansabdars, on an average, a Muslim mansab dar was 



likely to receive a higher gat rank in relation to his 
actual military contingent. But within the Muslims 
the ratios varied considerably, as well as over 'Time'. 
The sawar - zat ratio of the Afghans rose at the end of 
each of the three decades from 71.42% to 93.71% and 
final] y, to 94.28,0, thus signifying that they became 
entitled to a lower and lower zat rank, on average, in 
relation to their sawar ranks. In fact, their treatment 
paralleled closely that of the Rajput man?abdars whose 
sawar - gat ratio similarly increased from 76.92% to 
89.86 /q and, finally to 93 , 95 % in the end-years of the 
three decades. 

As against the Afghans and Rajputs the Iranis 
and Turanis were granted higher sat ranks so as to 
maintain their status in the nobility in relation to 
their actual contingents. The Iranis in the 10th, 20th 
and 30th R.Ys. had a sawa r - gat ratio of 79.09, u , 83.45% 
and 78.06%, while the Turanis had 90.05%, 89.82% and 
50. 65/o. The Turanis in the 10th and 20th R.Ys. were 
thus allowed little ’excess' status over their military 
contingent, but the situation changed radically by 
the 30th R.Y. The Iranis, on the other hand, maintained 
a comfortable sawar - za t ratio, enjoying consistently 
much higher zat ranks than justified by their sawar 
ranks. * 


1. 3ee Table- 13 
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The Indian Muslims had a very high sawar - gat 
ratio - an incredible 99.74/o, in the 10th R.Y., but 
gat ranks (in relation to sawar ) seem to have come more 
liberally to them in the 2uth and 30th R.Y. Another 
group with low sawar - gat ratio was that of the Marathas, 
but we should remember that their gat ranks payments 
were subject to a deduction of one-fourth, and they 
received low-monthly j agirs in the Deccan. Thus there 
was a special reason for the extra gat ranks they 
received over their sawar ranks. 

All in all, in respect of sawar - gat ratios too 
the Iranis appear to have received a more consistently 
liberal treatment than any of the other groups. 
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CATEGORY-WISE ACCOUNT OF MANSABS HELD BY IRANIS UNDER SHAHJAHAN 
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TABLE-11 SECOND DECADE 
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TABLE-12 : THIRD DECADE 



la) 

5000 zat and 
above 

(b) 
3000 to 
zat 

4000 

( c ) 

1000 to 
3000 zat 

be low 

TOTAL 

Percentage 

Ardistan 

6 , 000 / 6,000 

3 , 000 / 

1,000 

— 


9 , 000 / 7,000 

4 . 83 / 4.82 

Azarbaijan 

- 

3 , 000 / 

6,000 

2 , 000 / 

800 

5 , 000 / 6,800 

2 . 68 / 4.68 

Astarabad 

- 

- 


1 , 000 / 

200 

1 , 000 / 200 

0 . 53 / 0.13 

Circassian 

6 , 000 / 11,000 

- 


- 


6 , 000 / 11,000 

3.22 / 7.57 

Erivan 

_ 

- 


2 , 000 / 

1,500 

2 , 000 / 1,500 

1 . 07 / 1.03 

Hamadan 

- 

3 , 000 /' 

3,000 

- 


3 , 000 / 3,000 

1 . 61 / 2. 06 

Herat 

5,000/ 7,500 

6 , 000 / 

5,800 

7 , 000 / 

2,200 

18 , 000 / 15,500 

9 . 67 / 10.67 

Isfahan 

- 

- 

• 

6 , 500 / 

2,200 

6 , 500 / 2,200 

3 . 49 / 1.51 

Kashan 

- 

- 


1 , 500 / 

400 

1 , 500 / 400 

0 . 80 / 0.27 

Khawaf 

- 

- 


3 , 500 / 

500 

3 , 500 / 500 

1 . 88 / 0.34 

Mashhad 

- 

6 , 000 / 

2,700 

6 , 000 / 

3,100 

12 , 000 / 5,800 

6 . 45 / 3.99 

Mazandaran 

- 

- 


1 , 000 / 

600 

1 , 000 / 600 

0 . 53 / 0.41 

Qandahar 

12 . 000 / 20,000 

9 , 000 / 

7,500 

7 , 000 / 

3 ,200 

28 , 000 / 30,700 

15 . 05 / 21.14 

Qazwin 

- 

- 


4 , 500 / 

2,100 

4 , 500 / 2,100 

2 . 41 / 1.44 

Sabzwar 

- 

- 


1 , 500 / 

800 

1 , 500 / 800 

0 . 80 / 0.55 

Samnan 

- 

- 


1 , 000 / 

400 

1 , 000 / 400 

0 . 53 / 0.27 

Shiraz 

5 , 000 / 5,000 

- 

t 

4 , 000 / 

3,100 

9 , 000 / 8,100 

4 . 83 / 5.57 

Tehran 

6 , 000 / 11,000 

4,000/ 

1,000 

5 , 000 / 

3,000 

15 , 000 / 15,000 

8 . 06 / 10.33 

Tun 

- 

3 , 000 / 

600 

- 


3 , 000 / 600 

1 . 61 / 0.41 

Turbat 

- 

- 


1 , 500 / 

200 

1 , 500 / 200 

0 . 81 / 0.13 

Yazd 

5,000/ 5,000 

3 , 000 / 

600 

8 , 000 / 

2,000 

16 , 000 / 7,600 

8 . 60 / 5.23 

Unidentif led 

10 , 000 / 8,000 

4 , 000 / 

1,000 

24 , 000 / 16,200 

38 , 000 / 25,200 

20 . 43 / 17.35 

Total 

55,000/73,500 

44 , 000 / 29,200 

87 , 000 / 42,500 

1 , 86 , 000 / 1 , 45,200 

100 / ICC 





CD 



tn 



OT 

Ua 

o 

o 

M 


2 



ro 


3 

CD 

< 






\ 



\ 



O O 


1 

o o 


i 

o o 


Q R 

o <n 

00 


o o 

** 


o in 

VO 

52 < 

in m 

ON 

1 

O CO 

in 

i 

in on 

ON 

< Eh 

hT ro 

• 


p o 

• 


P CM 

• 

p! O 

in io 

on 

1 

VO 00 

rH 

i 

ON P 

T}’ 

CD Eh 

rj 1 ro 

p 

1 

co 

CO 

i 

^ ro 

P 

CO 

\ 


1 

\ 


i 

\ 


R D 



o 



o o 


< Q 

o o 


1 

o o 

ON 

i 

o o 

rH 

Eh 2 

o o 



in m 

in 


oh 

in 

O H 

in co 

• 

1 

ON CM 

• 

i 

rH H 

• 

Eh X 

VD rH 

H 


O CD 

o 


CM O 

co 


co vo 

P 

1 

H CO 

CO 

i 

rH rH 

co 

co 



1 



i 



a d 

X 



\ 

vo 


X 


M D 

o o 


1 

o o 

vo 

i 

o o 


X 2 

o o 



o o 

• 


o o 

o 

P H 

o in 

in 

1 

in on 

vo 

i 

O 

rH 

O X 

(N rH 

p 

t 

^ CO 

CO 



rH 

CO 



1 



i 



X 

X 


1 

\ 


i 

X 


p 

o o 

in 

1 

o o 

rj* 


o o 

P 

s 

o o 

00 


o o 

O 

i 

o o 

P 

Q ro 

• 

1 

in rr 

• 


in cm 

• 

< 

vo in 

CO 


o p 

p 

■ 

cm m 

rH 

x 

CM rH 

in 

1 

1 

CO rH 

in 

i 

CM rH 

VO 

8 



1 

1 

X 

vo 

i 

i 

X 


ID 

O O 

CM 


o o 

i 

o o 

vo 

& 

o o 

ON 

1 

o in 

co 


o o 

ON 

r5 

m o 

• 


in cm 

• 

i 

in ro 

• 

i< 

co m 

VO 

1 

vo 

ON 


■vM CD 

CO 

a 

in ^ 

p 

1 

r~ vo 

CO 

i 

i 

<M 00 

ON 

co 

\o 


1 

1 

X 


i 

X 


X 



o o 


i 

o o 


D R 

o in 

ON 

1 

o in 

CO 


o in 

rH 

< R 

o p 

ON 


in in 

CO 

i 

in cd 

VO 

Eh 10 

CO rH 

t 

1 

r- cm 

• 


vo in 

« 

O D 

io o 

H 


in cm 

H 

i 

r- vo 

o 

SH X 

co ro 

CO 

t 

1 

m cm 

CO 

i 

m cm 

p 

CO 

X 

X 


1 

1 

X 


i 

i 

\ 


a h 

o o 

H 


oo 

o 

i 

o o 

ON 

u R 

o in 

CO 

« 

o in 

io 


o o 

VO 

X CO 

O rH 

• 


in o 

• 

i 

O vo 

• 

Eh D 

00 VO 

CO 

1 

■nr in 

CM 


VO P 

P 

O X 

n cm 

vo 

1 

ro cm 

p 

t 

i 

CM rH 

VO 

to 

X 


t 

» 

X 

VO 

i 

i 

\ 


o o 


1 

o o 


o o 

CM 

H R 

o o 

p 


o o 

ON 

i 

o in 

in 

O CO 

O CM 

• 


O VO 

« 


in o 

• 

as 

CM 00 

ON 


rH rH 

rH 

i 

** o 

p 

ro ro 

ON 

1 

1 

in CO 

SO 

i 

r* CO 

vO 

In 



1 

| 



i 

i 




X 



\ 


i 

\ 


o o 

CM 

1 

o o 

rH 


o o 

CO 

Si 




o o 

P 

i 

o o 

CM 

m Wo 

• 

1 

O CD 

• 


O tt 

• 

c 

CD tM 

rH 

1 

in cm 

ro 

i 

CO VO 


< 

ro c\l 

P 

1 

1 

CO CO 

ON 

i 

t 

CM CM 

ON 

CO 



1 

1 



i 

i 



IH 

X 


1 

\ 


i 

\ 


2 

o o 

in 


o o 

CM 


o o 

in 

K 

o o 

o 

1 

o o 

00 

i 

o o 

vo 

a 

in CM 

• 


in o 

• 


O vo 


iD 

vo r~ 

o 

1 

co in 

ON 

i 

CM vo 

o 

Eh 

oo r~ 

ON 

t 

co p 

CO 

i 

On ^ 

in 


X 


1 

1 

\ 


i 

i 

\ 


to 

o o 



o o 



o o 


■ H 

o o 

On 

1 

o o 

in 

i 

o o 

vo 

2 

O ro 

O 


m »h 



O CM 

o 

X 

VO rH 

• 

1 

co co 

% 

i 

vo in 

• 

VO ro 



vtf CH 

n 


CO rj* 

co 

H 

rH rH 

p 

i 

rH rH 

co 

i 

rH rH 

p 


w 


i 



I 













P C 

p 

i 

p 

*P 

1 


p 


to 10 

1(0 

SJ 

(0 

iro 

£ 

r 0 

'(0 


O P 
>1 

rH 

M 

1 

Ih 

"’p ' 

0 Si i 

s. 

1 

U 

JJ 1 
0 ^ 1 

& 

nJ 

1 

p 


£ ttJ 

1(0 

•H W 

x: 

1 CO 

p g , 

JC, 



P P 

s 

P £ 1 

-P 

r< 

4J 



o o 

K 

<0 v 

o 

n' 

*0 f 

O 

r 


rt Oh 

ID 

{'* 1 

CM 

l. 

^ < l 

r s 

f 


o ■£ 

•H Ci) 
1 ) ') 


Ut 


100 


(b) AURANGZEB 


In the absence of detailed official chronicles for 
the major part of Aurangzeb's reign, there is considerable 
diificulty in preparing the lists of his mangabdars . 

Neither the Alamqir nama , the only official chronicle 
which covers the period of first ten years of Aurangzeb's 

f- r - — - 

reign, nor the Maasir-i Alamgiri which is a very abridged 

account of his entire reign serves the purpose. The present 

study is, therefore, based on the lists of Aurangzeb's 

mansabdars of 1000 gat and abcve prepared by M. Athar Ali 

on the basis of large number of contemporary documents. 

He gives two separate lists — A and B - for the periods 

1658-1678 and 1679-1707 which respectively contain 486 

and 575 names of mangabdars 1 . For the purpose of our 

study, we have further restricted ourselves to the 

mangabdars , who are known to have been holding the rank 

of 1000 gat and above at the ends of the two periods 

(i.e. 1678 and 1707) . They are respectively 349 and 

412. It is to be noted further that the mangabdars 

who are known to have fled away or resigned or been 

2 

suspended, are also not included. While using the 

1. See Mughal Nobility, op.cit.. Appendix - List A and B 

on pp7*i75-T?T: 

2. In list A Shambhlji (No. 12) and Netuji Muhammad Quli 
Khan ,No.59) are thus excluded. In list B Takuj i 
(No. 147) and Dauji (No. 315) are known to have left 
the Mughal service in 1694, and Yalingtosh Kfran^ 

Bahadur (No. 213), r Obedullah_ (No. 289) , HajI Shafi r 
Khan (No. 424), Qabil ICjan Mir MUnshI (No. 550) and 
Kishore Das Gaur .(No. 568) are known to have been 
dismissed. 
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lists given by M, Athar Ali an effort has been made to 

checK his racial identification and other information 

by re-examining the authorities cited by him. As a 

result a number of man$abdars who were left unidentified 

by him have now been identified, while in respect of 

some man?abdars the race assigned to them by him has 

1 

had to be revised. Moreover a number of man?abdars 

2 

appear to have been repeated in the lists in different 


1. In list A entries numbers 101, 102 and 415 were left 

unindentif ied: they are Afghans. Nos. 135, 19G, >18, 

255 and 264 have been identified as Hindus. Entries 
Nos. 189 and 388 which also were unidentified have 
now been respectively identified as Irani and Turanl. 
No. 124 was identified as Maratha, it has now been 
identified as a Hindu (3rahman). No. 297, identified 
as Irani was of Afghan origin. No. 313 identified as 
an Indian which was" an Iranian and No. 363 has been 
re-identified as an Afghan instead of Turanl. 

In list B entries Nos. 265, 289, 399, 415, 438 and 
512 were left unidentified. Of these Nos. 265, 399, 

415 and 438 have been identified a'- Iranis and Nos. 

289 and 512 as Turanis. Among the identified man^abdars 
those mentioned under Nos. Ill, 119, 212, 361, 379 

and 488 have been re-identified. Shaikh Ladu (No. Ill) 
identified as Turanl was an Indian Muslim; I If'm-ul lah 
Rashid Kftan (No. 119) identified as Indian, was an 
Afghan; Saiyid Murad ^li (No. 21 2) was a Turani not 
Irani; Shaikh Nurullah, Qadir Dad Khan Ansari (>Io.361) 
identified as an Iranian but he was an Afghan by 
origin; and finally, Ma'mur Khan, Dilir Khan (No. IIS') 
has been re-identif icd as an Iranian (instead of 
Afghan 1 being perhaps the same as Mir Isfandyar Mamur 
Khan, Dilir Khan. See Tagkirat-ul Umara ; of Kewal Ram, 
Eng. trans. by 3.M. Azizuddin Husain, New_Delhi, 

1985, p.69 (hereafter T A U . ) and Imtiaz f Ali ‘Arshf 
(ed.) Tarikfr-i Muhammadi , vol. II, Pt. VI, Aligarh, 
1960, p. 12 (hereafter cited as T . M . ) . 

2. In the list_A Pir Muhammad, Aghar ££ian (No. 67) and 
Imam Qulf, Aghar Khan (No. 381); Mirza Khan Manuchihr 


con td. . 
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grades m account of their being mentioned under different 
titles in the sources. In such cases the mansabdars have 
been counted once and their last highest ranks, as known 
in or before 1678 and 1707, have been taken into account. 
For instance, Pir Muhammad Aghar Khan (Nos. 67 in list 
A and 98 in list 3) and Imam Juli Aghar Khan (Nos. 381 in 
list A and 142 in list B) are infact one and the same 
person. Therefore, in list B, nos. 98 and 142 have been 
dropped and in list A only the highest rank entry (No. 67) 


f.n. contd. from prev. 

(Nos. 104" and 105); Husain Beg plan Zig (Nos. 183 
and 335); Baizan Beg, Qil'adar Khan (No. 193) and 
Nusrat Khan, Qil'adar Khan (No. 217) are the same 
person because Baizan Beg was later on granted the 
title of Nusrat plan ( f Alamqxr-nama , p.981); Mirza 
Ni'amatullah luhrab Khan (No. 298) and Ni'amatullah 
(No. 460), son of Husamuddin plan are also the same. 
After Aurangzeb's accession Mirza Ni'amatullah was 
given the title of Suhrab Khan . 

In List B Namdar plan (Mo. 103) has been shown 
as holding the rank of 3000/2000 while, if Manucci 
the friend of Namdar plan is to be believed, he had 
already died in 1678 ( Storia do Moqor , vol. II, 
p.390). Ikhlas, pian-i 'Xlam (No. 18 )an4. Shaikh Ladu 
(No. Ill) are one_man. He was the son of Shaikh 
Nigam Haiderabadi entitled Khan-i Zaman (MU, I, 
794-798) . Kewal Ram gives his name as Shaikh Lad 
(see T.U . op.cit . , p.5). He was first granted the 
title of Iidjlas pian and after that of pian-i Alam. 
Raja Udat Singh Bhaduriya (No. 171) and Raja Udai 
Singh Bhaduriya (No. 487) are identical. Udai Singh 
seems to be a misreading of Udat Singh or vice versa 
(see M. A . pp. 226, 228), Nahar Kfran (No.l94)and 

Sangram pian Qborl Nahar Khan are the same. Jai 
Singh Sawai (No. 268) is the same as Bijai Singh 
(No. 355), for 3ijai Singh was granted the title 
of Jai Singh Sawai in 1700 (M. A. , p.424). 



103 


has b<=en taken into account. Another interesting case 
is that of Tahir shaikh, Tahir Khan (No. 39 in list A 
and ho. 234 in list B) . In list A his rank is given 
5000/3000 while in list 6 it is 2,500/1,500. As he died 
in 1681, the second entry giving a far lower rank is a 
slip, Mirza Khan (No. 104 in list A) a grandson of Abdur 

- - _ _ i 

Rahim Khan-i Kbanan and Mirza Khan Manuchihr (No. 105 

in the same list) are identical, because Mirza Manuchihr 

had received the title of Mirza Khan perhaps durina the 

2 

reign of Jahangir. Therefore, he has been counted 
once. Similarly, Manohar Das Sisodia has been mentioned 
twice (No. 433 in list ^ and 519 in list B) holding a rank 
of 1000/400, and the same authority has been given at 

3 _ 

both the places. Mir Ibrahim, Muhtasham Khan (No. 105) 
has been mentioned holding the rank of 4000/1500 (500x 
2-3h) on the authority of Afrbbarat dated 18th Sha'ban, 

24th R.Y. and 19th Ramzan, 25th R.Y. But the rank is 
2000/2000 (1500x2-3h). Muhtasham Khan (Mo. 438) is 
again mentioned holding the rank of 1000/1200 (I000x2-3h) 
with reference to the A khbara t dated 16th Rajab, 24th 

1. For the variant Mirza Jan Manuchihr see M^A . , p.127. 

2. M.U . , vol. Ill, p.586. 

3. Kazim, p,14o. In addition he has also referred to 
Ma'muri, f. 188(b) at the second place. But the name 
is not there. However, one Mohan Das appears to have 
been killed fighting against the Marathas alongwith 
a number of other Mughal officers. It seems that 
Mohan Das has b~en misread as Manohar Das. 
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R.Y. and 15th Jamada II, 46th R.Y. In the 49th R.Y. 

he is mentioned as having been deprived of his rank 

and office at the siege of dakinkera fort.^ After its 

conquest he was appointed QilSdar of the fort. His 

previous rank of 2500/120 0 was restored and a conditional 

rank of 300 sawar against the post of Q iladarj was also 
2 

added to it. I have therefore taken into account his 
last rank of 2500/1500 in my tables. It is also found 
that sometimes the ranks of m ansabdars in the lists do 
not agree with those actually given in the sources. In 

3 

such cases I have used the corrected ranks. Riazuddin 
Muhammad Haiderabsdi (No. 80 in list A) is shown as holding 

the rank of 4000/gat only while his actual rank was 

4 r 

4000/3000. The rank of Abdur Rahman Bijapuri, sharza 

Khan (No.9l) is given 3,500/2,000 while it was reduced 

5 _ 

to 2,500/1,500. The rank of Khwaja Barkhurdar, Ashraf 

1. Ak hbarat , 49th R.Y. 23 January, 1705; M.A . , p. 501; 
M^murl", f. 206(a) -(b); K. K . , II, (b) , p.537, M . U . 

Ill, pp. 646-50. * 

2. A khbarat , 7 Zilhaj, 49th R.Y. (22 March, 1705'. 

3. Nos. 212, 250 and 444 in list A. Shiv Singh (No. 280) 
in list B has been shown a mansabdar of 2000/1300. Put 
his rank was 1000/500 (2-3h). 

4. S.D.A. , op.cit . p.20, as cited by M. Athar Ali in 
The Mughal Nobility , p.182. 

5. S.D.A. , p.70, cf. Mughal Nobility , p.183. 
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Khan (Barknurdar Kha n ) (Mo. 152) , with reference to 

Se lected Documents of iuranqzeb's Reign and Ma’asir-ul 

1 

umara' is given 2500/2000. But it '.‘as 2000/2000. 

Interestingly enough, ^nayat Khan (No. 476) has been 
listed in the category of mangabdars of 1000 gat while 
holdinq the rank of 2000/2000 and the authorities 
referred to are the i la a s i r- u 1 U ma ra ' and the E nglish 

F actories . But in M aagir-ul Umara' he is mentioned a 

2 

mansabdar of 1000/100 ? and in the English Factories 

3 

as Mutasaddi of Surat without the rank of 2000/2000. 

This suggests that the latter might have been some other 
person and not that mentioned in the i4a f asir-ul U nara * 
whom I have taken into account. 

In list B 3bdur Razzaq Lari (No. 99) holds the 
rank of 4000/3000 ^ , which was given to him in 1689. 

5 

Later he was promoted to the rank of 4000/4000 in 1692. 

The last rank has be°n taken into account in my tables. 

The rank of Ikhlas kesh, Ikhlas Khan (No. 248) 2500/1000 
has been excluded because Maagi r -ul Umara* itself mentions 

1. S . D. A . p. 74; M. U . I, pp. 206-2C7, also T^U^, p.35. 

Cf. Mughal Nobility , p.188. 

2. M. U . , vol. II, pp. 813-18. 

3. William Foster (ed.) English Factories in India , 13 Vols., 
Oxford, 1906-27, vol. XI ( 1661-64 ), pp.203, 205. 
(hereafter see E.F.I .) . 

4. S.D.A ., p.195. 

5. fl. A . , p.347. 
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that this rank was given to him by Bahadur Shah after 
his accession to the throne. 1 2 3 4 The rank of Shiv Singh 
(No. 280) is given 2000/1300 with reference to the 
Selected Documents of Auranqzeb's Reign (p.171). But 
the actual rank mentioned there is 1000/500 (2-3h) 
which I have adopted. Lastly I have added two more 

r r - 

persons, one in each list, namely Shaikh Abdul Aziz 

Khan, an Indian Muslim in list A. He held the rank of 
2 

1500/500. In list B I have introduced Hasan Khan, son 
of Jamshed Khan Bijapuri. He was an Indian Muslim and 
held the rank of 1500 gat . 5 

It may also be pointed out that there are some 
mangabdars whose ranks are not known but who are 
mentioned as Umara-i Ugam or ’high rank* holders in 
the lists of M. Athar Ali. There are as many as 14 
mangabdars - 2 in list A ( 1 Rajput and 1 Irani) 5 and 
12 in list B (2 Rajputs, 3 Iranis and 7 Marathas) 6 - 
who have been recorded as 'high rank' holders in the 

1. M. U . , I, pp. 350-52; Gf . M. A . , p.380 where his rank 
in the 39th R.Y. is given 400/150. 

2. M. U . , II, pp. 686-88. 

3. M.A ., p.506; T.U . , p.48. 

4. Saiyid Murad Ali, Mubarik Khan (No. 212 in list B) . 

5. Nos. 485 and 486. 


6. Nos. 564-575. 
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category of 1000 zat . They have been assigned that man gab 
while calculating the numerical composition of the 
man gab da rs of different racial groups, though it i s 
possible that mahy of them held still higher mangab . 

But while calculating the total ranks held the 'high 
rank* mangabdars have not been taken into account because 
their specific sawar ranks are not known. 

Two separate sets of four tables, one set each 
for the periods 1658-78 and 1679-1707^, have been 
prepared to analyse the position and power of different 
racial groups in general and that of Iranis in particular. 
In each set tlie first two tables (Nos. 14, 15 and 18, 

19) give the numbers of mangabdars of different racial 
groups and the numbers of Iranis from different regions. 
The other two tables in each set (Nos. 16, 17 and 20, 

21) give the total mangabs held by members of different 
racial groups and by Iranis from different regions. 

As regards the racial categorisation of mangabdars 
the same method of classification, which was adopted for 
the reign of Shahjahan, has been followed here. The 
'Other Muslims' include the Arabs, Abyss inians and those 

1. Tables 14, 16, 18 and 20 constitute set 1 belonging 
to the period 1658-78; and Table 15, 17, 19 and 21 
constitute set 2 belonging to the period 1679-1707. 



Deccani Muslims whose origin as Irani, Turani, Afghan 
or Indian Muslim has not been ascertained. Those 
Hindus and Marathas who embraced Islam have also been 
included in this group. ^ Likewise 'Other Hindus' 
include the Nayaks, Nayars and those Hindus who could 

- - 2 

not have been identified as Rajputs or Marathas. 


Now coming to the analysis of the tables it 
appears that by the close of the first part of Aurangzeb' 
reign (1678) there were 349 mangabdars of 1000 gat and 
above of which 275 or 78.79% were Muslims and 74 or 
21.20/u were Hindus. Among Muslims 87 or 24.92% were 
Iranis, 49 or 14.04% Turgnis, 39 or 11.17% Afghans, 28 
or 8.02% Indian Muslims and 72 or 20.63% were 'Other 
Muslims'. It was the Iranis who constituted the largest 


1. Netoji, Muhammad Quli K£ian (No. 50, List A); Yaswant 
Rao or Baswant Rao Deccani, Kartalab Khan (No. 53, 

List A and No. 84, List B); Kundaji Deccani (No. 37 9, 
List A and_251. List B) were Marathas who embraced 
Islam. Debi Das, Ikhlas Kesh, Ikfrlas Kftan (No. 248, 
List B) and Jafar Khan, Murshid Quli Khan, Kartalab 
Khan (No. 283, List B) were originally Hindus who 
later on embraced Islam. They all are treated as 
'Other Muslims'. 

Netoji, Muhammad Quli Khan, after serving for 
ten years under the Mughal Empire as a Muslim, fled 
to the Deccan where he re-adopted Hinduism (see 
J.N. Sarkar's House of Shiva ji, 3rd ed. , Calcutta, 
1955, p.173). 

2. See List A - Nos. 17, 124, 135, 190, 218, 255, 264, 
482 and List B - Nos. 35, 50, 53, 79, 89, 149, 173, 
303, 388, 540 and 563 in the Mughal Nobility , op.cit. 



section among Muslims as well as in the entire nobility. 
Among Hindu mangabdars the Rajputs accounted for 49 out 
of 74 total Hindu mansabdars . They were equal in 
number to the Turanis. Thus both Turanis and Rajputs 
formed the second largest groups in the nobility during 
this period. The Rajputs generally held lower ranks; 
thus they numbered 46 or 16.54%, and were in these ranks 
more numerous than the Turanis. The Iranis, on the 
other hand, were more dominant in the higher ranks. 

In the highest ranks their number was 42.85% as against 
31.57 /j among medium rank mangabdars and 22.66% among 
low rank mansabdars . 1 

By the end of ourangzeb's reign (1707) there were 
412 mangabdars of 1000 gat and above. Among them 261 
or S3. 34% were Muslims and 151 or 36.65% were Hindus. 
Among the Muslims, if the 'Other Muslims' are excluded, 
the Iranis again appear to have constituted the most 
dominant group. They were 69 (i.e. 16.74%) as against 
Turanis 43(10.43%), Afghans 25(6.06%) and Indian Muslims 
34 (8.25%) . 

It is significant that there was a general 
decline in the composition of Muslim mangaodars vis-a- 
vis a corresponding rise in that of Hindu mangabdars 


1. See Table-14. 
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as compared to the first part of Aurangzeb's reign. 

In all the three categories of rank holders the Iranis 

are found to have sustained sharp decline. A small 

increase however is noticed in the composition of 

Indian Muslims and 'Other Muslims'.^ it is curious 

that during the first phase there was no 'Other 

Muslim’ and Maratha mangabdar in the category of high 

rank holders, whereas by the close of the second phase 

(i7o7) they numbered 15 each in this category and 

2 

almost in equal numbers in other categories too. 

In the second phase of Aurangzeb's reign tnere 
was a sharp increase in the number of Hindu man sab da rs , 
that is, from 21.2u% at the end of 1678 to 36.65,0 
by the close of 1707. Among the Hindus the Marathas 
constituted the largest group an:l occupied the most 
dominant position amongst their co-religionists. They 
superseded even the Rajputs who had hitherto been 
the powerful group among Hindus. The number of Marathas 
increased from 19 in the first phase to 91 in the 
second, that is, from 5.44% to 22.08%. While the 
Rajputs, being constant in number (49), declined from 

1. They now accounted for 8.25% and 21.84% respectively 
by the end of 1707 while at the close of 1678 they 
were respectively 8.02% and 20.63%. 

2. In the category of medium rank hoLders they numbered 
16 each, while in the, category of lower rank 
mangabdars 'Other Muslims' were 59 and the Marathas 
60. See Tables-14 and 15. 
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14.04% to 11.89/0. The rise of Marathas in the nobility 
of Aurangzeb during the last phase of his reign was 
apparently due to their recruitment in the Mughal service 
at a larger scale. But their number is artificially 
inflated, in Athar Ali's list, as he himself points out, 

because of the continuous cycles of defections among 

- 2 

Maratha nobles. 

Regarding the composition of various regional 
groups among the Iranis, those who are just designated 
the Khurasanis or ‘’Iraqis together with those whose 
native place is not known form the largest number amonq 
the Iranis, at the end of each phase of Aurangzeb ' s 
reign. They were 19(21.83%) out of the total 87 Iranian 
mangabdars , of 1000 zat and above, by the end of the 
first phase, vvTiile at the termination of the second 
phase out of 69 Iranian mangabdars of the same rank 
they numbered 22 (31.88%). This group of 1 un-identif ied 
Iranis', as designated in our tables, has not been taken 
into account while appraising the position of the 
regional groups of the Iranis. 

Now, an analysis of the regional groups shows 
that the igiawafis were the most dominant group through- 

1. Jee Table-15. 

2. Mughal Nobility , p.30. 


out the reign of Aurangzeb. At the close of the first 

phase, out of 187 Iranian mansabdars o f 1000 gat and 

above, the Khawafis were 11 or 12.64%.^ By the end of 

the second phase they were again 11 in number out of 

69, or 15.94%. The Qandaharis appear to have been 

the second largest group during the reign of Aurangzeb 

and constituted over 10% of the total Iranians in each 

phase. Those from Isfahan and Yazd numbered 8 i.e. 

9.19 each. By the end of the second phase their 

position declined, their number being 3 (or 4.34%) each. 

There was a corresponding rise in those of Sabzwar 

who numbering 6 accounted for 8.69,o at this time. Among 

others who improved their position in the second phase 

mention may be made of the Harvis and Tehranis. Those 

who were either completely dropped out or experienced 

a decline in the second phase were the people from 

Ardistan, Erivan, Gilan, Hamadan, Isfahan, JSshan, Kirman, 

Mashhad, Mazandran and Yazd. While the representation 

of mansabdars from Lar and Tun in the Iranian nobility 

of Aurangzeb appeared for the first time during the last 

2 

phase of the reign. 

Some suggestions may be put forward regarding 
these changes in the strength of the various regional 


1. See Table- 18. 


2. See Table-19. 
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groups. Almost all the influential groups were composed 
of khanazad families. The share of these families in 
man sabs seems to have determined the power and position 
of their respective regional groups at a particular 
time. The larger the share of a family the stronger 
appears the group to which it belonged. Thus, fluctuations 
in the composition of different regional groups, at a 
given point of time, are directly related to the rise 
and fall in the numerical strength of individual 
families, rather than any conscious desire of the 
imperial court to favour a particular region at the 
expense of another. 

It is possible that owing to the fall of the 
Safavid empire, the pre- occupation of Aurangzeb in 
the Deccan and the large-scale recruitment of the 
Deccanis, the Mughal empire could no longer serve as 
Eldorado for Iranis and Turanis. 1 Even a fall in the 
numerical strength of various Ishanazad Iranian 
families now occurred, through the influx of non- 
jtbanazad elements from the Deccan. If the Khawafis 
still retained some strength, this, as Khafi Khan 
pointed out, might have been "owing to Shaikh Mir's 
sacrificing his life in the service of the emperor". 


1. Mughal Nobility , p.17. 



in recognition of which "the Emperor a (great) patron 
of khanazads - began to bestow great favour on all 
men of Khawaf...!’ 1 

The position of total man?abs (as against number 
of holders) is another index of the status of different 
groups in the nobility. The statistics of ranks held 

by the man$abdars of 1000 gat and above, according to 

2 

Athar Ali's list , amounted to 6,85,000/4,39,850 at 
the close of 1678. Out of this Muslims held 5,54,500/ 
3,56,750 i.e. 80.94/81.10 per cent of the total, while 
the Hindu man^abdars held 1,30,500/83,100 or 19.05/ 
18.89 per cent. 

Among the Muslim groups, the Iranis shared 
largest share of ranks, 28.54% and 29.56% of the total 
gat and sawar ranks. In all the three categories the 
Iranis were holding largest amount of ranks vis-a-vis 
other racial groups in the nobility, but the Irani 
share in the mangabs in the first category was as 
high as 44.87% of zat and 63.51% of sawar . Turanls 
appear to have been the second most powerful group 
during the first phase of Aurangzab's reign as they 
accounted for 16.64% of the total zat and 15.51% of 

1 . K.K., II, p. 72. 


2. See ante p. 100 an< ^ n. 



the total sawar rank at the end of 1678. It may he 


pointed out that the share of 'Other Muslims' in the 
ranks was higher than that of the -Turanis but the 
'Other Muslims' can not be treated as a specific 
racial group. Turanis were followed by the Afghans 
who held 11.60% and 13.24% of the total gat and sawar 
ranks. The Rajputs came next to the Afghans (holding 
11,45% and 12.36% ranks) but they held 16.12% and 
19 .67% of the mansabs in the third category where they 
exceeded the Turanis (12 % of § a t and 13.90% of s aw a r ) * 
Afghans (9.45% of gat and 12.05% of sawar ) and Indian 
Muslims (7.87% of zat and 5,84% of sawar ) . 1 2 

In the second phase of Aurangzeb's reign the 
Hindu share in the man gabs appears to rise, and that 
of Muslims to correspondingly decline (falling to 64.80% 
of gat and 66.38% of sawar ) , but this is mainly because 
of the large number of Marathas of shifting loyalties 
in M. Athar Ali ' s list Ifor which see above). The 
Iranis who had hitherto been the highest rank holders 
in the Mughal nobility, now held just 16.09% and 16.21% 
of the total gat and sawar ranks which was less than 
that of Marathas who, according to the deceptive nature 

of our statistics, seemingly held 21.82% gat and 19.84% 

- 2 

sawar rank at this time. 

1. See Table-16. 

2. See Table-17. 



The Iranis, for the first time, lost their 
dominant position in the first category, falling to a 
mere 8.7,o of zat and 11.5% of sawar . In the lower two 
categories, however, they still held primacy of ranks 
followed by Turanis and then, by the Indian Muslims. 

It is interesting that Afghans' larger share in the 
category of 5000 sat and above was again due to the 
influx of a large number of Afghans from the Deccan 
where they had served in the Bijapur Kingdom.' 1 ' 

The position of Iranis belonging to different 
regions can be seen in tables 20 and 21 which provide 
man sab statistics for various regional groups. It 
appears from these tables that Khawafis held the 
highest number of ranks among the Iranian groups through- 
out the reign of Aurangzeb. By the end of 1678 they 
possessed as much as 28,500 gat and 20,950 sawar which 
was 14.57% and 16.10% of the total 1,95,500 gat and 
1,30,050 sawar rank held by the Iranis. The Qandaharis 
appear to have been the second powerful group in the 
Iranian nobility holding 11.36% and 11.80% of the 
total gat and sawar ranks. They were followed by those 
from Yazd who accounted for 9,71% and 9.99%. Isfahanis 
(6.90% of gat and 5.38% of sawar ) came on the fourth 


1. Cf. Mughal Nobility , p.21. 
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place, while the Tehranis (6.39% of zat and 13.30% 
of sawar ) occupied a fifth place. ^ 

During the second phase of Aurangzeb 1 2 s reign 
again Khawafis held 27,500 zat (17.62%) and 19,400 
sawar (19%) out of a total rank of 1,56,000 gat and 

I, 02, 150 sawar , held by Iranis. .Similarly, the Qanda- 
haris maintained their strength being the second most 
dominant group. Their combined ranks amounted 20,500/ 
17,200 i.e. 13.14% and 16.83% of the total held by 
Iranis. The people from Yazd and Isfahan, however, 
lost their respective previous status being replaced 
by those from Sabzwar and Herat. The Sabzwaris held 

II. 21% of gat and 10.67% of sawar rank. The llarvis, who 
occupied the fourth place, possessed 8.33% and 8.81/ U of 
the total gat and sawar ranks. Tehranis are again 

found to have been holding the fifth position by 

- -2 

sharing 6.73% of zat and 6.55% of sawar rank. 

It is noticed here that although Khawafis were 
the largest and most powerful group throughout 
Aurangzeb's reign a comparison of their ranks with 
those of other Iranian groups, in different categories, 
reveals that they did not enjoy highest position in 

1. See Table-20. 


2. See Table-21 



m 


each category. There were other groups too, which 
held equal and e'Hi higher number of ranks. For example, 
at the close of 1678, in all the three categories 
of mansabdars , the sat rank of Khawafis was equal to that 
of Tehranis (category- a ) , Yazdis (category-b) and 
Qandaharis (category. c ) . At the same time the sawar 
rank of Khawafis was lower than that of the Tehranis, 
Yazdis and Qandaharis. At the end of second phase 
(1707), even the gat rank of the Khawafis was lower 
than that of others. In cetegory-a they held 5000/ 

4000 as against 6000/8000 held by Qandaharis and 
7000/7000 held by Harvis. In category-b the total rank 
of Khawafis amounted 10, 000/7, 100^ whereas, the Qandaharis 
held 10,500/6,500, the dabzwaris 11,000/6,200 and 
Tehranis 10,500/6,700. It was only in category-c of 
low ranks that the Khawafis possessed highest number 
of ranks amounting 12, 5 JO aa t and 8, 300 sawar of the 
total rank. It is, therefore to be inferred that the 
Khawafis did not enjoy a very strong position among 
high rank mansabdars . More: inspite of having won the 

i 

confidence of Aurangzeb*, they could not have acquired 
the status enjoyed by the above mentioned Khanazad 
families of very high aristocratic repute. 


dee ante p • 114 , Also Cf. Mughal Nobility , p.19. 


1 . 
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Now, at the end of the above survey the sawar - zat 
ratio of various groups would also be helpful in 
determining the personal status of each group. Between 
Iranis and Turanis, the latter enjoyed a consistently 
better position holding much higher gat ranks than was 
justified by their sawar ranks. The Iranis, on the 
other hand, were allowed little 'excess' status over 
their military contingent in the second phase by the 
lowering of their s awar - sat ratio from 66.52% in 1678 
to 65.48% in 1707. Interestingly enough, it was the 
Afghans whose sawar proportion declined from 70.27% 
at the end of 1678 to 64.31% by the end of 1707, thus 
allowing them a larger status over their actual 

i 

military contingent. 


1. See Table- 2 2 
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CATEGORY— WISE ACCOUNT OF MANSABS HELD BY IRANIS 
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Table 21 - Second Phase (1679-1707 
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IRAKIS AND THE MAJOR OFFICES 
IN THE MUGjiAL EMPIRE . 

A. SHAHJAHAN 


B. AURANGZEB. 





CHAPTER FIVE 


IRAN IANS AMD THE MAJOR OFFICES IN THE MUGjjAL 

EMPIRE 

(a) SHAHJAHAM 

A study of the major offices including central 
ministers may help us understanding the extent of influence 
exercised by the Iranis in the administration under Shahjahan. 
Separate lists have been appended to this chapter wnich give 

a yearwise break-down of the major central offices according 

1 

to the racial group of the incumbents. These offices are — 
Vakil , Wazir or Diwa n-i Kul , Mir B akhshi , Mir Saman , gadr- us 
gudi lr, Mlr__Ati_sh_, Da rogh^-_i_ Tog^Dana , Mir Tuzuk, D iwan- i 
Buyutat , ' Arz-i Mukarrar , Second Bakhsh i , Bakhshi of Ahdls , 
Ajrhtabeg i, Qarawalbegi , Qurbegi and Qaushbegi . Our information 
is meagre for certain offices as they are casually mentioned 
but for others we have complete entries till the end of 
Shahjahan' s reign though, sometimes gaps do occur + here as 
well. 


1. These lists have been prepared from M. Athar Ali's 
Apparatus op. cit . , pp. 95-345. The numbers after each 
entry for reference are the serial numbers given in the 
Apparatus . 



Shall j chan's premier Irani noble, Asaf Khan, was the 
only vaki l , and last in the chain of successors to this 

office, under Shahjahan as no one was appointed to this 

1 

office afti-r Asaf Khan’s death in 1640-41. After his 


accession to the throne Shahjahan appointed Asaf Khan to this 
highest pus t (next to the Emperor) and having awarded the 


2 


man$ ab of 9000/9000 

big car ^ t - ■ j 1. -o of 
priviKT of Asaf h 
pos j t j on vru-ough out 


(2-3h), hitherto unknown, made him the 

the empire, this was, of course, Liu sole 
fpn and none achieved such a high rank and 
the Mughal period. 


WAZII U Pli. AI -1 i LL: 

j 1 • ppears from the i.able that out of nine Livens or 
Wazir. . ' . oo hav> been appointed °s r. any as six were Iranis. 
Of the regaining three, two were Indian Muslims and one was a 

Hindu. Among the Indian Muslims Hakirn Alimuddin Wazir Khan 

_3 

held office very briefly as he was appointed Wazir after 
Shahjahan’ s accession in 1627-28 and the same year was replace 
by the Irani noble, Mir Muhammad Baqar Iradat Khan (A*zam Khan). 


1. Ibn Hasan, The Jentral Structure of the Mughal Empire, 
Hew Delhi (Reprint) 1 9"70', pV T 3 I". 

2. Lahori, I (a), pp. 180, 193; Salih, I, p. 284. 

3. Lahori, I (a), p. 117. 


-T ih 
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J^llami Sa'adullah Khan held the office for about ten years 
from 1645-46 to 1655“56. Among Iranians ‘/Qlami Afzal Khan 
Shiraz! retained this office for the maximum period of about 
eleven years from 1628-29 till his death in 1638-39* Islam 
Khan Mashhad! another Irani, then held the office of wizarat 

for the next seven years (till 1645-46), to be succeeded by 

1 

Sa'adullah Khan. In 1655-56 Rai Raghunath was appointed 
2 

Deputy Diwa n after Sa'adullah Khan's death and held the 

charge of the office fleetingly, since Mir Jumla, Mnazzam Khan, 

the celebrated Irani adventurer and statesman was now made 
3 

Divan-i Kul. 


Interes tingLy enough all the wazlrs , Diwans held the 
mansa b of 5000 gat at the time of their appointment with the 
exception of Rai Raghunath (holding 1000 zat ) , who acted 
temporarily in this office. This suggests that the office was 
so elevated that only a noble with a minimum rank of 5000 zat 


was perhaps eligible for the post of wazir or Diwan-i Kul. 


1. Lahori, II,_pp. 430, 431, 433. Lahori (Vol. II, 430) also 
gives one Mir_Ashraf the son of Muhammad Aslam holding the 
office of Diwan-i Kul in succession to Islam ]Khan Mashhad!. 
But it appears that lie did not perhaps join the office 
and ultimately Sa'adullah Khan was appointed Wazlr-i Kul 
(Ibid., 433)* Mo Athar Ali has also not included Mir Ashraf 
in The list of Central Ministers. Cf. Apparatus , p. xxx. 

2. Salih, III, pp. 218, 220; E.F.I. , Vol. X, pp. 66,67. 


3. Ibid., Ill, 231; M.U. . Ill, pp. 530-55. 



1 


3 


i 

n 


MIB BAL^SLI ; 

Tne office of Mir Bsuph shi appears to have regained 

the monopoly of Iranis. All the thirteen Mir Bakhs hic of 

Shahjanan were Iranis, and of those seven belonged to 

I 'tin” d- ad Dsula's family. Ihe latter are Iradat ■.Man Agar 

Khan, o” u . MM~j , laushan Zamir Salabat U 7 n , Abdul Hadi 

Asalat Khan, .Is 1 a far Khan, ? halilullah Khan and Bahmanyar 

I ' ti did Khan. Sadiq Khan and Salabat Khan held this office 

for about eight years and six years respectively. I’tiqad 

Khan also held it continuously for about seven years except 

1 

for a short while when he was on leave owing to illness. 

Thus I'tiniad-ud Daula's house controlled the office for 23 
out of 32 years of Shahjahan’s reign. As regards the mans ads 
it appears that the minimum rank was lower than required for 
the office of Wazir , but still quite high. Only nobles, 
ranging from 3000 to ^000 zat , are found to have been 
appointed Mir Bakhshi . 

MIR-1 SAllN: 

The office of Mir Saman was also held, most of the 
time, by Iranis as out of six of them only one, Sa'adullah 
Khan, was an Indian Muslim. He held the office of Mir Sama n 

1. Waris, p. 20^; Salih, III, p. 1 53 . 



for three years and for the remaining period of about 
twenty-nine years Iranis are found to have been appointed. 

It seems that generally nobles holding a mangab of 2000 to 
3000 gat were appointed. Mulla ' Alaul Mulk Tuni Fazil Khan 

who held the rank of 1 5 00/ 200 at the time of his appointment 

1 

in 1646 was promoted to the rank of 2000/500 in 1647. He 

remained in this office till the end of Shahjahan's reign 

2 

obtaining promotion to the rank of 3000/1000. Shukrullah 
Afzal Khan ShirazI is the only exception of a Mir Saman 

3 

under Shahajahan who held the rank of 4000/2000 in 1627. 

But his was the shortest term in the office as the next 
year (1628) he was made Wazir being promoted to the rank of 
5000 / 2500 . 

gADR-US § UP UR : 

Of the three gadrs of Shahjahan the most important 

and the only Iranian was Musavi Khan, the remaining two being 

Indian Muslims, Saiyid Jalal Bukhari and Saiyid Hidayat Ullah 

QadrI. Musavi Khan held the office for fifteen years, that 

is, nearly equal to the total tenure of his two Indian 

c 

successors. Musavi Khan's rank in 1627 was 3000/750 which was 

1. Lahori, II, pp. 491-2; Waris, p. 58. 

2. Salih, III, pp. 271 , 456. 

3. Lahori, 1(a), pp. 74, 177; Salih, I, p. 274. 

4 . Ibid . , pp. 229, 257; Salih, I, p. 331. 

5. Ibid., pp. 181 , 200. 



1 

raised to 4000/750 in 1631. Saiyid Jalal Bukhari (previous 

rank 4000/700), however, received greater promotions and was 

2 

made a man?abdar of 6000/2000 within a short period of five 

years (1642-1646). Saiyid Hidayatullah Qadri however had a 

3 

much inferior rank, it being only 1,500/200 in 1646 and 
4 ' 

2500/300 in 1656. 

MIR -I ATISH AMD DAROGHA-I TOP KHAR A : 

Seemingly interchangeable the two terms Mir- i Atis h 
and Darogha-i Topkhana occur in our sources. The two designa- 
tions have mostly been considered by modern scholars as synony- 

5 

mous. Ishtiaque Husain Qureshi however, gives a somewhat 
different explanation saying that the artillery was under 


1. Lahorijl (a ), 408 £ 1(b), p. 297. 

2. Ibid . , II, pp. 316, 351, ^22, 479, 511 , 627. 

3. Waris, p. 7* 

4. Salih, III, p. 457; Apparatus, No. S6762. 

5« Jadunath Sarkar puts the gunners (or artillery men proper) 
and musketeers ( banduq- chi ) under one branch-Fire-arms men, 
and says_that "Both these sections were under one head called 
the Mir Atish or Darogha-i topkfrSna and drew their munitions 
from one department". ( Mughal" Administra tion, 5th edition, 
Calcutta 1963, p. 204). See also' 'Irvine TThe Army o f the 
Indian Moghuls , New Delhi, 1962, p. 154) for a similar view. 



the Li^-i atish and in addition there were several other 


offic rs attached to the artillery of whom tneXe was a 

1 

darpgha vno assisted the mir-i atish in his executive duties. 

This view seems justified, for when we try to list officers 

with tuese designations under Shahjahan, it hecomes clear 

that obey held two separate offices, with the rnir atish 

2 “ 
generally enjoying higher ranks. 


1. The Administration of the Mughal Empire, Reprint, Patna, 

T?797 pTT29~ 

2. There are, however, some difficulties arising out of 
statements in our texts. For_example, after the death 
of kliidmat Paras t Khan ( Mir Atish ) Ihtirnam khan was 
appointed Daro gha-i t opk&gria inT629. In 1632 he was 
appointed Mir A t' isK. The latter again was succeeded 
in 1639 byTTuIfiqSr Khan as Darogha-i topkfran a. 

In 1642, in succession to Ghazanfar the son of Ilabvardi 
Khan, Murshid Quli was appointed Darogha-i topkhana but 
the next year (1643), he is mentioned as' Mir Ati’sjio 
Similarly, Munammad Qasim, son of Iiashim Khan,*TTeld the 
office of Mir Atis h and Kotwal ship of the royal camp 
( Mir At ishi wa Kotwalri U rdu-T Mu' alia ) in 1645; wnen 
in 1647 he was sent to Baikal Muzaffar Husain was appointed 
in iiis place, as Darogha-i top^bana and Kotwal of the 
royal camp. The two offices are however, found to have 
been occupied simultaneously by two different persons at 
the same time. _In_1649 Muhammad Qasim Qasim Kiian held 
the office of Mir Atish while iibdul Baqi, son of Mir 
Muhammad Isfahani hel'd' the post of Darogha-i topkhana . 



13B 


Mir-i Atish 


1. Raza Bahadur, Khidmat 
Parast Khan(x) 250 O/ 15 OO 

2. Khalllullah Khan(I) 
2000/1 000 


3 . Murshid Quli Khan (I ) 

4. Muhammad Qasim 
Mutamad K£ian, 

Qasim Khan(I )4000/4000 

5 . la' far, Barqandaz Khan(I) 
1 500/600 


Darogha-i Topkhana 

1. Ihtimam Khan(Ind.M. ) 
1000/250 

2. Zulfiqar ^han (I) 

3 . Ghazanfar (I) 80O/400 

4. Murshid Quli Khan (I) 

5. Muzaffar Husain (1)1000/400 

6 . Muhammad Murad Yaldoz(T) 

7. Abdul Baqi (I) 900/600 

8 . Khwa.la Rahmatullah, 
Sarbuland’Khan (T) 


Therefore, it appears that Mir Atish and Darogha-i- 
Topkhana were two different officers or the latter sometimes 
acted on behalf of the former (being his assistant) whenever 
he was av/ay on a military expedition. As many as five Mir- 
Atish are known to have been appointed during Shahjahan' s 
reign. Among them the racial group of one is not known; all 
the other four were Iranis. Similarly, among the Darogha s of 

top khan a. eight in all, as many as five were Iranis, two were 
Turanis and one Indian Muslim. The Iranis thus held both 
these offices in the artillery for the longest period during 
Shahj ahan’ s reign. 
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MIR TUZUK: 


1 

Mir Tuzuk (or master of ceremonies ) , occurs in the 
chronicles as an important central officer. His main func- 
tion was to maintain order at the court and to control the 
crowd of visitors at the time when the emperor gave public 
audiences or when he was on march. Surprisingly enough, 
modern authorities on Mughal administration have largely 
neglected this important office. In his 17th R.Y. (1643) 
Shahjahan, having found one Mir Tuzuk unable to perform his 

duties effectively, expanded the office by adding three more 
2 

Mir Tuzuks . The man?ab s of the Mir Tuzuk s varied from 1 000 
gat and 2000 gat , though before 1 6*+3 ? two held ranks below 

3 4 

1000 zat and one above 2000 zat . Till 1643, when only one 
Mir Tuzuk was appointed at one time, seven persons are known 
to have been appointed as Mir Tu zuks under Shahjahan. Of 
these five were Iranis, one was a Turani and one remains 
unidentified. Thus in the first phase, when one Mir Tuzuk 
was appointed, the office remained for the maximum period in 
the hands of Iranis. 


1. II. Beveridge in M, U . translates it as Master of 
Ceremonies, court chamberlain and Provost Marshal. 

2. Lahori, II, p. 350* 

3. They are Mir Khan, 900/200 and Khalil Beg, 5°°/^0. 

4. He is Raza Bahadur Khidmat Parast Khan, 2^00/1^00. 
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During the second phase (after 1643)* owing to the 
multiplicity of persons holding the office, the fifteen 
years saw as many as twenty-one persons as Mir Tuzuk s. 

Out of these eleven were Iranis , and five Turanis. Of the 
rest, two were Indian Muslims, one Afghan, two remain un- 
identified. 

It is significant that throughout the second phase 
though the Iranis predominantly occupied the office of 
Mir Tuzuk , there is not a single year in which a Turani is 
not found as Mir Tuzu k. This constant representation of 
Turanis in the Tuzuk department was an important feature 
of Shohjahan's reign. 


dIwAIm-I BUYUTAT : 

The list of incumbents of this office is practi- 
cally complete till the 30 th year; and it is likely that 
Muhammad Salih Kirmani who held the office in the 30th year 
continued till the end of the reign. The list shows that 
in the period of three decades, there were nineDiwan-i - 
Buyutat of whom six were Iranis, two Hindus and one Indian 
Muslim,, Among the Iranis Makarmat Khan. Mull a Murshid 
Shiraz i held the office for about eight years (from 1627 
to 163b) with a short break when Qazi Muhammad Sa'id 
Karharudi was Diwan-i B u yutat . Rai Mukand Das held this 



office for the longest period of about thirteen years 
(from 164-2 to 1654-), he was succeeded by Muhammad Salih 
Khawafi, who was soon succeeded by Mir la 1 afar Astarabadi. 
The latter was replaced by Muhammad Salih KirmanI in 1656. 

It is interesting that Rai Mukand Das, who held 
the office of Buyuta t for the maximum number of years, 
held the lowest rank (500/100) as against those of his 
predecessors in this office. The ranks of his three 
successors are, however, not known. Here again, the 
tendency to assign a higher mangab to Irani officers, 
compared to Indians, is manifest. 

1 ARg- I MUKARRA R ; 

The list of officers of *Arz-i Mukarrar is not 
complete as the appointments in this office are known for 
seventeen years only. In all ten persons are known to have 
held this office. Of these as many £s eight were Iranis 
and the rests were Indian Muslims. Mangabdars between 
1000 zat and 4-000 zat are found to Lave been appointed to 
this office. 

SEC CLP BAKBSHI : 

As many as twelve persons are known to have been 
appointed Second Banhshi during the reign of Shahjahan. 
Among them only one was a TuranI, while the remaining 



1 :<! 


eleven nor p Iranis. loro: Farina 1 id in Aiimd Tsrbiyst i. .~n, 
the only TuranI, uelu tnis cfice for about one year onl^ , 
so i. u the Iranis really held a monopoly of appointments 
to it. The ranks of tne incumbents ranged from 2000 to 
4000 sat . It was, therefore, an office of some staeus, 

B Aj^ . I OF A HP I S : 

This was apparently an inferior office as lower 
grade manjab dars are known to nave been appointed to it. 
Tnoir ranks varied from ^00 to 1 ^00 zat . With the excep- 
tion of a few persons, the aopointees were generally 
allovc to retain this office for a period of one or two 
ye ers .it the most. Sometimes within a year, two or three 
p r iUii are known to nave been appointed one aftej tne 
oti cr. In 163 *+ Kir Abdul Had! Asalat khan was appointed 

Baku. ,.jiI of Ahdis in succession to hbdur Rahman, son of 
__ 1 _ '2 
Sadio . .nan,, soon to be replaced by Mir Khan. Some times 

more On. n one persons appear in a year holding this post. 

Tni_ becomes very confusing as the chronicles do not clarify 

wu'Li r onu is being appointed in succession to the ot cr 

o^ two persons were holding the same office at a time. 


1. La.iori, I(b;, p. 67. 

2. lbi 

hi* * P • 101 . 



in 


i 

For instance, m 164^ two Q~si Ta,uir Asuf wL'ni and i.urol 
n ’ r 

Uao>n are both lientloncd o: noldin this post. In 16 k 6 
uU^iJ a s an a rain u imr ir;, with Sh 1 iin Wuki.tar and 

4 

in 1 A- 7 with 1' nil ifat l,n~n -aid ’Ac am; an 1648 I.urul uisan 

5 

a i a aid tni_ nooi. It t uu f b° ar wr f that nrot 1 >1j 


i.U’ (i 


asan was a pointed as Fir irh us,.i of Audi.: and m. 


o, i i i. roe norma j wqt 


iomted as Second barin' i of 


A jd r c. Another source of confusion is tin ai> loinum it of 

~~1 _ 7 

i,j.i iLrihim Husain 1 uitafat in. an in 1 6 f —t ^3 • For an 1 6 f 1 — 

12 u j id Banadnr r 'on of Sai id Salibcxt hilar: iel< ai° cn i 

8 

of mkjjsni of Addi s , mid if was he woo was re M l jc d by 
Is in ii ueg (orobmlv the aon of Aid Mardan man A :r-ul 

9 

biN j a* In 1 6 1 , 8. 


1. Si _in , II, po 4 l 9. 

2. I l a 1 0 , p. 46S M. Athar Ali however, does not record 
tl she two officers under this year. See Appara ius , 

Op . cit . 

3. Llnori, II, p 0 655 5 Salih, H> p. 498. 

4 . Ibid . , 634 , 75 2 j War is, p. 6 ; Salih, II, 51 7 > 51 8 * 

5. Salih, III, p. 66 . Both Lahorl and Waris. do not mention 
ti'is appointment. 

6 . We find some aersons being appointed as 2nd Bajchshi of 
Aladis . For example in 1 652 Muhammad Amin Bakhshi of 
Shagird Pesha was also entrusted w ith the office of 2 nd 
Bajjjshi of Afrdis (Waris , 1 89); in 1 633 Muhammad Ibrahim son 
of TShfr I?fahani was appointed 2nd Bakhshi of ahdis 
(Wfiri§, 215); In 1654 Qazi Arif Kashmiri was appointed 
2nd Bakhshi of Aiidls (Salih, III, p. 192)and in 1655 be 
was replaced by Muhammad Ja’afar son of Muqim Khan(Waris, 
p. 31 2f Salih, IllJ p. 213). 

7. Waris, p. 249; M . U. , III, p. 611. 

80 Apparatus Mo. S 5440. 

9. Salih, III, p. 271. 



1 


/ t 

‘t Li 


Any way out of the sixteen Bakhshls of --ihdis , 

known to have been appointed during Shahjahan's reign, 

_ _ - 1 

seven were Iranis, two Turanis, two Indian Muslims and 

one Hindu. Of the rest the racial identity can not be 

established. Their ranks ranged from 5^0 to 1 500 aat . But 

the rank of QazI f Arif Kashmiri, who was second Bakhshi 

2 

of Abdls , was as high as 4000/2000 in 1655* 14 may also 

be pointed out that the Iranis, though in greater number, 
could not hold the office for long periods. Their average 
tenure was less than two years. Among those who held the 
office for a long period were Ibrahim Husain Marahmat Khan 
(possibly Irani) who held it for about four years (1627-30), 
Khalil Beg, a Turani, remained in this office more than 
three years, and Saiyid Bahadur, an Indian Muslim, enjoyed 
the longest tenure, in spite of a possible short interrup- 
tion when Mir Ibrahim Husain Multafat Khan held the office. 

• " 

The fact that the tenures of Iranis were relatively 
short may, however, be due to the simple reason that promo- 

r _ 

tions came faster to them. Thus Abdur Bahman was made 
<■ 3 _ , 

Ar?-i Mukarrar in 1636. Mir Abdul Hadi Asalat J£ban, who 


1 . M. Athar Ali counts three as he has identified Muzaffar 
liusain (S 4663) a Turani. While he was Muzaffar Husain 
Fedai Khan A f zam Kh^n Koka; a brother of Khan-i Jahan 
Bahadur Zafar Jang Kokaltash the son of Mir Abul Ma'all 
Kbawafl.” 

2. Waris, p.272; Cf 0 Apparatus Ho. S 6331 , p. 291. 

3. Lahori, I (to) 234 where his appointment as * Arz-i Mukarrar 
is mentioned as having ceased which suggests that he was 
appointed sometime earlier. 



succeeded Abdur Rahman as Bakhshi of Ahdi s in 1 63^+ 9 was 
soon appointed qubedar of Delhi in succession to Baqir 

Khan Ilajm Sani. Mir Khan was later on assigned additional 

“ 2 

office of Mir Tuzuk. Shamsuddin Mukhtar Khan was appointed 

3 

Bay.jsni of the Deccan in 1 6^7 » and Muzaffar Husain (Fedai 

4 ' 

Khan Koka ) was made Bakhsh i of Kabul in 1 650* 

AKBTABEGI » 

The author of Ma'aqir-ul Uma r a* points out that this 
was so important an office that none but very trusted persons 

5 6 _ 

were appointed to it. Out of fourteen Akptabegis of Shahjahan's 
reign eleven were Iranis; this shows then that Iranis 
especially enjoyed Imperial trust. The ranks of the 
incumbents ranged from 1 000 to 3000 zat. 


QARA WA L BEGI : 

The post of Qarawa lbegi (Chief huntsman) is singular 
in that only Iranis were appointed to this post throughout 
the reign of Shahjahan. It is also interesting that all the 
Qs ra w al begis are Khanazads belonging to highly reputed 


1. Lahori 1(b) 87, 2tu. 

2. Ibid!., 10^; Qaswlni, f. 350(a); also Apparatus Ho. 3 1142, 
P. 1 32. 

3. V/oris, p. 31 J Appa ratus , Ho. S.4346, p. 229. 

4. Salih, III, p. 134; Apparatus , Ho. S 5462, p. 262. 

5. M.U. ,I(b), p. 592. 

6. This list is not complete. 



families of the empire. The post remained in the family 
of Ilahvardi Khan for a very long period. Ilahvardi Khan 
held the office during the first ten years of Snahjahan's 

reic-n w- ile his son Ja'afar held it for the last ten 

1 _ 

years. With the exception of Mir Salih (rank ^00/80) the 
ranks of the appointees were generally between 1000 to 
3000 zat. 


QUKBmGI (Keeper of Ars enal ): 

Apparently anot'ner important Central office to 

which mostly the Iranis are found to have been appointed. 

2 

From the ^th R 0 Y. (1631 ) till the end of Shahjahan's reign 
as many as eight Qurbegis were appointed. Among them 
Sardar Mian was the lone Tuiani. It is interesting that 
among the Iranis, except for Mirza Lahrasp Khan, the rest 
were related to or belonged to the house of I'timadud Daula. 
Their ranks again ranged from 1 000 to 3000 zat. 


1. See the list of Qarawalb egis. 

2. For the first four years appointments are not known. 



QAUSi u^GI ( Chie f Falconer ) : 


Although possibly a largely titular office, those 

appointed to it usually hold zat ranks ranging from 1 gOO 

to 4000. Appointments for the first six years are not 

known; for the remaining period of 25 years a total of 

eight Qaushbegis are known, of whom five we re Iranis ana 

inree furanis. All the Iranis belonged to established 

Iranian families and were related to the house of 

I 1 timid- ud Daula. However, Qubad hnan a Turani held tne 

1 

longest tenure, of as many as twelve continuous years. 


1 


See the list of Qaushbegi s 



LIST OF NOBLES HOLDING MAJOR OFFICES UNDER SHAH JAHAN 
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1 6*+0-4-1 Died (A.C 
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(b) AURALGZEB: 


We find a continuance of the predominance of the 
Iranis in most of the offices under Aurangzeb. This can he 
seen from the lists of major offices appended to this 
Chapter where a yearwise break down of the major Central 
offices, according to the racial group of the incumbents, 
has been given. Like the reign of Shahjahan, here too, the 
lists of certain offices are incomplete. Our information 
has been derived from the historical works as well as the 

Akhbarat. Our lists are more extensive than those of Sir 

1 

jadunath Sarkar. The two ecclesiastical offices of Qa^i-ul - 
qu^gat (the Chief Justice) and Mufrtasib (the Censor of 
morals), given by Sarkar, have, however, been excluded from 
our lists as they appear to have been the exclusive monopoly 
of the non-Iranian incumbents. 

WAZIR OR DIWAN-I-KU L: 

The office of the Wazir or Diwan-i Kul , throughout 

Aurangzeb' s reign, appears to have been the sole monopoly 

2 

of the Iranis. Out of seven persons, known to have held 

1. History of Aurangzeb , Vol. Ill (Reprint), Orient Longman 
Ltd., Bombay, 19V2, pp. 40-46. 

2. Cfo Sarkar, op. cit . , pp 0 40-44, where he^gives only four 
person^ and cloes not mention Murshid Quli Khan and Multafat 
K&an in 1658 before the coming of Ja'far Khan; and 
Bahramand Khan who had acted as deputy Wazir in the absence 
of Asad Khan from 1691-92 to 1693-94. 
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this post there were as many as six Iranis. The only non- 

Iranl, Raja Raghunath had worked in the office of Wazarat 

since Shahjohan's time acting as deputy naib ) or assistant 

( peshdast ) of the Chief Diwan. Under Aurangzeb he was 

first assistant (peshdast-i Diwan) of Ja'far Khan the w azir 
1 2 
in 1658. When the latter was appointed as subedar of Malwa 

he was made deputy wazir . He was succeeded by Fazil Klian 

Tuni in 1662-63; but the latter died just after 16 days and 

finally Ja'far Khan, being recalled from Kalwa, was re- 
appointed Wazir . Ja'far Khan remained in this office till 
his death in 1670 and then for the next six years (1670-1676; 
there was apparently no wazir Asad Khan being designated 
deputy diwan . Asad Khan, however, resigned in 1673 and was 
reappointed as the wazir in 1 676. During this period two more 

Iranis — Amanat Khan (Mirak Mo f In-ud Din), the Diwan-i Khalisa 

~~ - " """ • ‘ 

and Ja'far Beg, Kifayat Khan the diwan-i tan jointly mode 

- _ 3 

deputy divans . Asad Khan is found to have held the office 
of Wazir for the largest period of about 30 years from 1676 
till 1707 except for a short interval in 1692 to 1693 when 
during his absence on the Jinji campaign Bahramand Khan (his 
son-in-law) acted as his deputy diwan . 


1. Sarkar, Op. cit . , p. 4l . 

2. Kazim, Op. cit . , pp. 125-26. 

3. M. A . , pp. 125-26. 



It is significant that, except for a few years when 

Raja Raghunath, and Alaul Mulk Fazil Khan held the office, 

or there was no wazir at all, Wazlrship remained for the 

maximum period of Aurangzeb 's reign in the hands of the 

1 

single family of Sadiq Khan - the Mir Bakfrshl or more 
precisely in the house of I'timad-ud Daula. 

KIR BAKIISB.I : 

There were three Bakhshls under Aurangzeb with a 

fourth for the Ahdis ( mir bakhshl of ahdis ) . The first or 

chief bakpshi was known as Bakhshi-i Awwal or Mir Bakhshl 

while the other two were de^gnated as the second (bakhshl- 

2 _ 

i duwum ) and the third ( bakhshi-i siwum ) bakhshls . Curiously 
enough the term bakhshi-ul Mulk , as occurs frequently in 
the contemporary documents, appears to have been used indis- 
criminately for the first, second and third bakhshis . In 
such cases the specific offices of the incumbents have been 
ascertained from their distinct respective designations 
found elsewhere. 


1. §adiq Khan was a nephew and the son-in-law of I'timad- 
ud Daula. 

2. It may be pointed out that there was no 3rd bakkshi 
under Shahjahan as suggested by Ibn Hasan, Op. cit . , 
p. 230; and no. 4th bakhshl under Aurangzeb as given 
by Jagdish Narain Sarkar ( Mughal Polity , Delhi, 1984, 
p. 114). 
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As many as eleven mir ba&hshis are known to have 
been appointed during Aurangzeb's reign. Of these eight 
were Iranis, and two Turani while one remains unidentified. 
It may be pointed out that the total tenure of all the 
three non-Iranian mir bakpshis was about five years while 
for the remainder of the period the post remained in the 
hands of Iranis. Our tables show that Bahramand Khan held 
the office of mir bakhshi for a period of over ten years 
(July 1692 to November 1702). Muhammad Amin Khan, son of 
Mir Jumla , had the next longest tenure after Bahramand Khan, 
of about eight years (from January 1659 to December 1667). 
Among the others, Asad Kh an (from Feb. 1671 to Oct. 1676), 
Ashraf Khan (from January 1681 to September 1686), Ruhullah 
Khan (from September 1686 to July 1692) and Zulfiqar Khan 
Nusrat Jung (from Nov. 1702 to 1707) each continued as 
mir bakhshi for more than five years. The ranks of those 
who held the office ranged from 3000 to 6000 gat. 

As regards the second and third bakhshis , our lists 
are incomplete especially that of the third bakhshi . It 
appears that out of the nine second bakkshis as many as 
seven were Iranis and the remaining two-Himmat Khan Mir *Isa 
and Sarbuland Khan - were Turanis whose total tenure 
amounted to four years. Thus the post of the second bakhshi 
also was most of the time held by Iranis. Moreover, most 



of these incumbents belonged to I' timad-ud-Da Lila’s family 
or to families which were related to it through marriages. 
Such were Asad Khan, Ruhul.i ah Khan I and his son Ruhullah 
Khan II (Khanazad Khan) and Bahramand Khan. Of these Asad 
Khan, a grand son of Sadiq Khan (from mother's side) and 
Bahramand Khan another grandson of Sadiq Khan (from father’s 
side) successively held the post of second bakfcshi for a 
period of as many as seventeen years, of which Asad Khan's 
single tenure was of twelve years. The second longest 
tenure was of Ruhullah Khan's family whose two members held 
this post for over two years. Mukhlis Khan, son of Saf 
Shikan Khan, had the next longest period after Asad Khan 
(over eight years). 

The list of third bakhshls is very in-complete and 
only five persons are listed. Among them only one- Himmat 
Khan Mir 'Isa was a Turani and the rest were Iranis. Thus, 
Iranis seem to dominate in this office too. It appears 
that, both the 2nd and 3rd bakfcshls held equal ranks ranging 
between 2000 to 4000 zat. 



MIB ATISH OR DAROGHA-I TOP KjjAM 


Unlike the preceding reign, under Aurangzeb the 

offices of Mir Atish and Darog£a-i top.kjjana appears to he 

1 

identical, occur ing as inter-changeable terms. In all 

there were fourteen mir atish or daroghas of the top Khana ; 

of these thirteen were Iranis. The fourteenth, Saiyid 

Ghairat Clzzat) Khan, remains unidentified; but he held 

2 

the office for a very short period in 1687. The office of 
mir atish thus appears to have been the monopoly of the 
Iranis throughout Aurangzeb' s reign. The period for which 
the office was held was normally 3 to 5 years. Azam Khan 
Koka, Fedai Khan held it for six years (1661-1667); and 
Shuja'at Khan Ra'adandaz Beg for seven years (1667-74); 
Qamaruddin Mukhtar Khan for five years (1690-1695)* hut his 
cousin Tarbiyat Khan Muhammad Khalil, son of Darab Khan, 
held for the longest period of eleven years (1697-1707). 

Darab Khan's own tenure was three years (1676 to 1679). 

The office of mir atish thus remained in the family of 
Mukhtar Khan Sabzwari for the maximum period of ninteen years 
during Aurangzeb 's reign* Officers appointed mir atish of 
Aurangzeb generally held man§ abs from 2000 to 4000 zat . 

1. Cf. T. U. (Eng, trans) Op. cit. , passim, invariably gives 
darogjha-i topKhana whereas other authorities mention both 
mir atish and d3rogha-i topkhana . 



mir saraim or khanh: saman 


There were nine Khan Saman under Aurangzeb and all 
of them were Iranis. They were generally medium rank 
man$abdars holding between 2000 and 3000 gat. Mulla < Alaul 
Mulk Tuni Fazil Khan, however, reached the rank of 5000 zat 
in this office. Interestingly enough Fa?il Khan had continued 
in this office since Shahjahan’s reign and served under 
Aurangzeb for about six years till his death in 1 663* His 
nephew Fazil Khan I’timad Khan served as Mir S aman for the 
longest period of nine years, from 1688 to 1697* T,ius the 
family of Fazil Khan Tuni retained the post of Mir Saman for 
a maximum period of fifteen years. The tenures of Runullah 
Khan I (two years - 1676 to 1678) and his son Khanazad Khan 
Ruhullah Khan II (seven years - 1697 to 170h) spanned nine 
years. Another Mir Saman whose tenure also extended for about 
nine years (1678-87) was Muhammad Ali Khan the son of Hakim 
Daud Taqarrub Khan. Eoth Sultan Husain Iftikhar Khan (from 
June 1663 to March 1670) and Ashraf Khan, Mir Muhammad 
Asnraf (from March 1670 to November 1676) also served for a 
period of about seven years each. 

MIR TU ZUK: 

The list of Aurangzeb’ s Mir Tuzuk s is very incomplete; 
some appointments are probably not mentioned at all; and 
there is possibility of confusion between the Mir Tuzu k and 
officers known as the first Mir Tuzuk and second Mir Tuzil:. 



A s nrmy as 32 Mir Tuz uks are known to us from the 
sources of Aurangzeb* s time. Of these 18 were Iranis and 
7 Turanis; of the remaining seven, the racial anteceuants 
are not known. It may be inferred from the available data 
that Iranis furnished most of the Mir Tu z uks throughout 
Aurangzeb's reign. Generally they held ranks of 1^00 to 
2000 zat. 


gAmi-JJS gUDUR : 

Like Musavi IQian, the chief gadr under Shahjahan, 
Mirak Snaikh of Herat was the only Iranian who was appointed 
to this high religious office by Aurangzeb, and his tenure 
was rather short being less than two years (from March 1660 
to Lovember 1661 ). The of Pice of gadr under Aurangzeb 
appears to have been mostly held by the Turanis and the 
Indian Muslims, as out of the remaining seven chief gadrs 
four were Turanis and the rest Indian Muslims. It will be 
seen from our tables that for the period of about nine 
years (1689-97) no gadr was appointed as no record is traced 
from the chronicles. The gadrs under Aurangzeb were medium 
rani: mangabdars as they are found holding ranks from 3 000 
zat to 4-000 zat . 



BAKHSHI OF A HDIS : 

As many as 1 7 bakhshis of apdis have been recorded 

in our lists; still there are gaps of years for whien 

appointments are not known. Out of the 1 7 bakhshis , as 

many as eleven were Iranis. Sometimes the post of bakhshi 

of alidi s was assigned together with other ofi'ices. For 

instance, in 1661 Mir Ibrahim Husain MultafaL Khan was 

1 

made babbshi of ahdis in addition to Mir Tuzuk ; and in 1 699 

Khuda Banda Khan, in addition to his post of ba&hshi of 

2 

ah dis , was made diwan-i buy utat. The bakhsh is of a ndis 
were generally low-mediuiu mansa bdars holding generally 
ranks of below 2000 zat . 

DIW AN-I BUYUTAT: 

The office of diwan-i buyuta t seems to have h"en 
eqral in status to that of bakhshi of ahdis as its holders 
too are found to be holding ranks below 2000 zat . In all 
fourteen diwan-i buyutat have been listed by us. Of tnese , 
Iranis are again found in majority, contributing as many as 


1. Kazirn, p. 593 . 

2 0 Ajibbarat, 43rd R.Y. , 3 May, 19 October and 16 hovernber, 
16997 M 0 A. , pp. 382, 386. 




ten. The Iranis seem to have generally held the office 
for three years or more, with only a few exceptions. Hakim 
Ziauddin Rahmat Khan (1661-166t), Hakim Muhsin Khan son of 
Hakim Salih Shirazi (1684-1688), and Mir Husain Amanat Mian 
Khawafi (1692-1696) held this office for about five years 
each; while Mir f Imad-ud Din Rahmat Khan, a son-in-law of 
Khalifa Sultan, held the office of diwan-i buyutat for the 
longest period (about twelve years, from 1666 to 1678). 

AKHTABEGI (MASTER OF THE HORSE): 

Inspite of as many as sixteen persons holding this 
office have been listed here, a number of gaps exist in our 
list of appointments, since we have no information for some 
years. Ruhullah Khan was appointed thrice, and each of 
Mughal Khan and *Abdur Rahim Khan twice. Out of the sixteen 
akhtabegis , ten were Iranis, three Turanis and one Indian 
Muslim; the remaining two are unidentified. Though the 
post was reputed to involve work of a confidential nature 
the incumbents appear to have been transferred rather 
rapidly from the posts, generally within two or throe years 
after appointment. But some of the Iranis did retain the 
office of akhtabegi for longer periods. Sultan Husain 
Iftikpar Khan and his brother Multafat Khan successively 
served as akhtabegis for about eight years. Their cousin 



Ruhullah Khan’s total tenure was about seven years. Darab 

1 _ _ 

Khan, son of Mukhtar Khan Sabzwari, and his nephew Qamar- 
uddin Mukhtar Khan might have held the office for longer 
periods. On the other hand, no non-Iranian akhtabegi is 
found to have been retained for more than three years. It 
was, therefore, Iranis who enjoyed Aurangzeb's confidence 
in this office. They generally held ranks below 3000 zat. 

It may also be pointed out that the office of akhtabegi 
remained for the longest period in the family of Khalilullah 
Khan Yazdi, perhaps the most trusted amongst the fchanazads . 


QARAWAL BE G I (CHIEF HUNTSMAN): 


This list of Aurangzeb’s Qarawalbegls is very short 

and only four holders of the office are known from his reign. 

All the four persons are Iranis and two of them belong to 

one family (that of Mukhtar Mian Sabzwari) — namely Darab 

Khan and Qamaruddin Mukhtar Khan. Both of them held this 

2 

office for about five years each. Faizullah Khan, the first 
Qarawalbegl of Aurangzeb, held it for the longest period of 
about nine years. Muftakhar Khan, son of Fakhir Mian Najmsani, 


1. M, k , , 108, Iradat Khan in the text is apparently a 
misreading for Darab Khan as_no Iradat Khan is found to 
have been appointed akbtabepd under Aurangzeb; M.U. ,11, 
39-i+O gives Darab Khan. 

2. Kazim, p. 207 gives himin succession to Khwa j a %baid- 
ullah; cf. M, U. ,111 , pp. 28-30 gives his appointment 
vice Nawazish Khan which is wrong. Faizullah Khan was 
appointed QurbopI in succession to Nawazish Khan 
(Kazim, p. 129). 



3 S 


t 


is found to have succeeded Qamaruddin Khan in 1683. But 
how long he served in this office is not known. The 

Tazkirat-ul Umara, however mentions that he served unto 

1 

34th R.Y. (probably as Qarawalbegi ). The Qarawalbegis 
were medium rank mansabdars , holding from as low as 1 000 
sat to a maximum of 4000 zat . 

QURBEGI (KEEPER OF ARSENAL): 

Out of thirteen listed Qurbegis nine were Iranis, 
three Turanis and one unidentified. It may be pointed out 

that out of 34 years, for which the appointments of Qurbegis 

are known, Iranis had ueld the office for about 18 years 

only. The total tenure of the three Turanis was 14 years. 

Saf Shikan Khan (antecedants unidentified) had for two years. 
Thus the average tenure of a TuranI was longer than that of 

an Irani. Ruhullah Khanazad JKhan was the only Irani who 

retained the office of Qurbegj for the longest period (over 

cignt years from 1692 to 1700). The mansabs of these 

officers ranged from 1 500 to 3500 zat. 


1 . T. U. , p. 1 71 . 



QAUSI I BiiiG I (CHIEF FALCONER): 


During the first thirty years of Aurangzeb 's reign, 
in which the appointments of Qaushbegis are known, only 
five persons (3 Iranis and 2 Turanis) are known to have 
been appointed to this office. Curiously, the total tenure 
of both Iranis and Turanis in this office is almost equal. 
They are medium rank officers holding the mangab from 2000 
to 4000 sat . The average tenure of a Turani incumbent was 

_ _ r 

much longer than that of an Iranian. Mughal Khan (Arab 
Shaikh), son of Tahir Shaikh of Balkh, a Turani, held the 
office of Qaushbegi for the longest period, viz. thirteen 
years (1672-1685). Amongst the Iranis Hasan Ali Khan 
Bahadur's second longest tenure was about nine years 
(1 658 - 1 666 ) . 


' ARZ - 1 MIKARRAR (REVIS0R OF PETITIONS): 

The office of * arai mukarrar , also known as Darogha- 
i *arz-i mukarrar (Superintendent of revision department) 
under Aurangzeb, seems to have been monopolized by Lutf- 

• - r r - 

ullah Khan the son of Sa'adullah Khan and Shaikh Abdul Aziz 
Akbarabadi (both of them Indian Muslims). Lutfullah Khan 
appears to have been appointed four times; and Shaikh 

f r — 

Abdul Aziz at least twice. Thus out of 32 years of Aurangzeb' 
reign in which appointments of ' arz-i mukarrar are known , 
Lutfullah Khan and Shaikh Abdul Aziz consistently occupied, 



one after the other, the office for about sixteen years, 
with a short interruption when Abu Nasr Shaista Khan and 
Shahabuddln Khan held the appointments for about a year! 

After these Indian Muslims the next longest 
holders of this office were Turanls - namely Siyadat Khan 
Saiyid Ughlan and his son Siyadat Khan Shah Mir, whose 
combined tenure extended for over twelve years. Thus the 

— r 

office of the Darogha of Arz-i Mukarrar was most of the 
time in the hands of non-Iranis. While Iranis held it 
only for about six years. 

DAROGhA-I QflUSAL KflAM : 

The Darogha of Qfrusal Khana was an important and 

confidential assignment where only trusted servants were 
2 

appointed. Here too, we see that it was Iranis who mostly 
held this office. Out of fifteen Daroghas nine were Iranis 
and these held the office for a period of about 28 years 
out of 3*+ years of Aurangzeb’s reign for which appointments 
are known to us. 


1. In the 13th R.Y„ r he first appears to have been succeeded 
by Shaikfl kbdul Aziz which suggests that he might have 

been appointed earlier. Thus his tenure was probably 
longer than eleven years. 


2. Ibn Hasan, Op. oit . , pp. 194n, 278, 292, 293. 



It is significant that no non-iranian in tnis 
office is found to have held office for more than two years, 

with the exception of the last Darogha - Hamiduddin Khan 
Bahadur (TuranI) whose total tenure is not known. Among 
the Iranis each one of Hoshdar Khan and *Abdur Rahim Khan 

r_ _ 

held it for five years; Aqil Khan and Bahramand Khan each 
for over six years; and I’tiqad Khan,Zulfiqar Khan for over 
three years. The mansabs of the Daroghas of the Gjmsal 
Ijhana generally ranged from 1 500 to 2500 gat. The only 
exception was Hoshdar IQian who, being successively promoted, 
reached the rank of 4000 gat within a short span of four 
years. 

We have in our survey excluded the gubedars of 

various provinces under Shahjahan and Aurangzeb because they 

have been tabulated and their evidence analysed by M. Athar 
1 _ _ 

Ali. According to his findings Iranis predominantly held 

the governorships during the period under review* He argues 

that out of 466 years in which appointments are known during 

Shahjahan’ s reign, Iranis held appointments for 210 years 

i.e. 45$; and out of 81 persons serving as governors Iranis 


1. ’’Provincial Governors under Shahjahan - An Analysis." 
Medieval India - A Miscellany , Vol. 3, Bombay, 1975) 
pp. 80-112; and "Provincial Governors Under Aurangzeb: 
An Analysis", Medieval India - A Miscellany , Vol. I, 
Bombay, 1969) PP~. 96-1 33 . 



comprised 33 or b-Q.7%* Under Aurangzeb out of 833 total 
years during which 130 persons are known to have been 
appointed as provincial governors, as many as 63 or 46.37^ 
were Iranis who held the appointments for 536 years, i.e. 

64$ of the total duration. He concludes that the Iranis 

during the reign of Aurangzeh were far more numerous among 
governors than they were under Shahjahan. 

Besides the above surveyed offices a number of 
others such as those of Mir Bahr , Qila'dar , Daroghas of 
different establishments, Amins and Mushrifs of various 
denartments need to be covered. But the above survey should 
be regarded as a fair enough sample. 


1. See Medieval India - A Miscellany , Vol. 3, p.63 
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Ashraf Khan (died), Saf Shikan Khan, 25 OO/ 1 000^ vice 
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1st Mir Tuzuk , M. A, ,1 92. 
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CHAPTER SIX 


MAJOR IRANIAN FAMILIES 

I. I f TIMAD-UD DAULA'S FAMILY 

The political eminence of Itimad-ud Daula's family 
during the reign of Jahangir has been a question of great 

interest ever since the days of Jahangir himself . 1 From 

time to time modem scholars have analysed the influence 

_ - 2 

of Nur Jahan over the politics of Jahangir's reign. The 
political influence of this family was not confined to 
Jahangir's reign only and it persisted during the reign 
of his immediate successor Shah jahan and even during that 
of Aurangzeb. The genealogy of the family has already 
been traced by Irfan Habib. However, enlarged genealogical 
charts are being appended to this chapter with additional 
information about matrimonial connections in the subsequent 
generations. An attempt has been made here to study the 
extent of influence and power concentrated in the hands 


1. Mutamid Kfcan, Iqbalnama-i Jahan qlri , Calcutta, 1865, 
pp. 56-57. 

2. S.H. Hodivala, 'The Coins bearing the name of Nur 
Jahan', J. A, S .B . Numismatic Supplement, vol. XLII 
1929, pp. 59-68; Beni Prasad, History of Jahangir , 
Allahabad, 1962, pp. 171-180; S. Nurul Hasan, 'The 
Theory of the Nur Jahan Junta', Proceedings of Indian 
History Congress , Trivandrum Session, 1958, pp. 324-335; 
Irfan Habib, 'The Family of Nur Jahan During Jahangir's 
Reign - A Political Study', Medieval India - A Misce- 
llany , vol. I, 1969, pp. 74-95. 



of the members of the house of itimad-ud Daula during the 
reigns of Shahjahan and Aurangzeb by analysing the 
appointments and mangabs held by them. Information 
regarding mangabs , important central offices and gover- 
norships of various provinces held by the members of this 
family has also been tabulated and appended to the chapter. 

The family of I'timad-ud Daula generally maintained 

marriage relations with Iranian families. ^ Princes of 

the royal blood of course, formed an exception. The 

families with which matrimonial relations were entered 

into included the families of Mir Miran Yazdi, Saiyid 

Muhammad Mukhtar Mian Sabzwarl, and Zulfiqar Mian Qaramanlu. 

Mir Miran came to India in 1606 with his father Mir Khali 1- 

ullah. Mir Khalilullah was a descendant of Saiyid Nooruddin 

Shah Ni'amatullah Wali, a descendant of Imam Musa Kazim. 1 2 

Mir Mialilullah had married a grand daughter of Shah 

Tahmasp Safavi (daughter of his son Shah Ismail II). 3 4 

After his arrival in India Mir Miran married Saliha Bano 

4 - - _ 

Begum, daughter of Asaf Mian. Mir Miran' s son, Khalil- 
ullah Khan (from his Iranian wife and not from the daughter 

1. See Afzal Husain, "Marriages Among Mughal Nobles as 
an Index of Status and Aristocratic Integration", in 
PIHC , 1972, pp. 304-12. 

2. M.U . Ill, pp. 335-36; also see chapter 6 section (v) . 

3» A. A. A. , I, p.228; Tuzuk . p.62. 


4. M.U . Ill, pp. 341-42. 



2 lO 

of Asaf Khan) was married to Hamida Bano Begum*, a 

daughter of Mirza Safi Saif Khan who was a descendant 

of Aqa Mulla Dawatdar. 1 2 3 4 5 Khalilullah Khan ' s son Ruhullah 

- - 3 

Khan I was married to a daughter of Shaista Khan. Thus 

a series of male members of the family of Mir Miran 

married into the family of Itimad-ud Daula. Saiyid Mukhtar 

Khan Sabzwari also belonged to a respectable family of 

Persia. His ancestors had long been the custodians of 

4 

the Mashhad shrine. Amir Shamsuddin III, one of the great 

leaders of this family, was the recepient of imperial 

favours during the reign of Shah Tahmasp Safavi who granted 

him the title of Sultan, gave him a drum and a flag, and 

_ 5 

bestowed on him the whole of the territory of Sabazwar. 

On his arrival in India Saiyid Muhammad Khan Sabazwarl 
married Nauras Bano Begum the daughter of Muhammad Sharif, 
a son of Itimad-ud Daula. 6 In later generations another 
member of this family is known to have married into the 
family of Itimad-ud Daula. He was Muhammad Taqi the son 

1. MJJ., 1(b), p. 775. 

2. He was the great qrandson of Aqa Mulla. See Irfan Habib's 
article, op.cit . 

3. Kazim, p. 477; M.U . , II, p. 309. 

4. HI# P. 409. 

5. Hiii-' IXI # 409-413; Cf. A. A. A., I, p.152. 


6. T. M. , p. 21 
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of Baud Khan, a son of Saiyid Muhammad Mukhtar Khan 

_ — - <•- 

Sabazwari. Muhammad Taqi married a daughter of Azizuddin 

Bahramand Khan, who was a grandson of Sadiq Khan the 
nephew and son-in-law of Itimad-ud Daula, The family of 

Zulfiqar Khan Qaramanlu was also a family of high status 

1 _ 
in Iran. He married a daughter of Sadiq Khan; and his 

son Muhammad Ibrahim Asad Khan married Mihrun Nisa* a 

daughter of Asaf Khan. Asad Khan ' s son Muhammad Ismail 

Zulfiqar Khan married a daughter of Shaista Khan. 3 Asad 

Khan's daughter was also married to Khuda Bandah Khan, 

- - 4 

son of Shaista Khan . 


At the time of the political crisis in 1627 after 

the death of Jahangir, Asaf Khan played a very important 

- - 5 

role in winning the succession for Shahjahan. After his 

accession Shahjahan promoted Asaf Khan to the highest 

rank of 9000/9000 (2-3h) and confirmed him in the post 

mm T 

of vakil which he held till his death in 1641. It is 

significant that after the death of Asaf Khan, Shahjahan 

w 8 

did not fill the post of vakil . Henceforth the office 

1. For his family background see M.U . , II, 85-89; also 
see Chapter 6 section (v) . 

2. MJO., II, p. 93; T.M ., p.35. 

3. M - A . , p. 158; T.M. , p.31. 

4. Ibid ., p. 374; Ararat , 33 R.Y. 2 July, 1689. 

5. Lahorl, 1(a), pp. 70-71. 

6. Ibid ., pp. 180, 193; Salih, I, p.284. 

7. It may, however, be noted that the award of the man$ab 
of 9000/9000 (2-3h) to Asaf Qian was unprecedented - 
and was in violation of established rules and regula- 
tion governing the man?ab system. No noble could be 
promoted beyond the rank of 7000/7000 (2-3h), (See 
Lahorl, II, p. 25) . 

8. Ibn Hasan, op.cit . , p.134. 
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of wazir became the principal office; but it was never 
held by the members of Asaf Khan's f a mily throughout the 
reign of Shahjahan. The only exception was Jafar Khan 
the son of Sadiq Khan who, towards the close of Shahjahan' s 
reign, was appointed wazir-i Kul vice Mir Jumla in 1658. ^ 
The next important post of Mir Bakhshi remained in the 
family of Asaf Khan for twenty-two years during the thirty- 
one years of Shahjahan' s reign. ^ 

Besides the posts of vakil , wazi r and Mir Bakhshi 
other important central offices like Mir Atish , Mir Tuzuk , 
Second Bakhshi , and several other offices of importance 
such as Akhtabeqi , Qarawalbeqi , Qurbeqi , Qushbeqi and 
faujdaris of various sarkars were held by members of 
Itimad-ud Diula's family. ^ 

Many important governorships were also held by members 

of this family during Shahjahan 's reign as will be evident 

4 

from Appendix B. A statistical analysis of the total 

number of governors is given in the table and for conve- 

5 

nience the calculation is done decade wise. 

1. Salih, III, p.271 . 

2. See Appendix A; also Cf. the list of Mir Bakhshis of 
Shahjahan given by Ibn Hasan ( op. cit ., pp. 230-31) 
which ends with Khalilullah Khan in 23 R.Y. 

3. See Appendix A. 

4. The table is based on M.Athar Ali, 'Provincial Governors 
under Shahjahan', Medieval India - A Miscellany, III, 
1975, pp. 80-112. 

5. Since the reign of Shahjahan covers a period of about 
thirty-two years, in the third decennial list the 
calculation is done for the remaining twelve years. 
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From these tables we find that, in the first 
decade (i.e. 1st to 10th R.Y.) the total number of 
governors of various provinces by year was 149, of whom 
54 were members of I f timad~ud Daula's family, i.e. 36 
per cent of the total number of governors. In the second 
decade (i.e. 11th to 20th R.Y.) the total number of 
governors of various provinces was 148, of whom members 
of Itimad-ud Daula's family were 47“ giving 31.7 per cent 
of the total governors. • In the third decade the position 
of the family declined, further the governors numbering 
169 out of whom 50 belonged to or were related to the house 
of Itimad-ud Daula. Thus, the governorships held by the 
members of this family during the later years of ohahjahan's 
reign (i.e. 21st to 32nd R.¥,) was only 29.5 per cent of 
the total governors of the empire. 

But while there was a relative decline in the 
governors' posts held by Itimad-ud Daulas family, this 
accompanied a decline in the Iranian element. In fact 
among the Iranis, the family of Itimad-ud Daula held in 
the three respective decades governorships amounting to 
67.5%, 74.6% and 76.9% of the total held by Iranis. In 
other words among the Iranis, the family continued to 
hold a dominant position. 

It is significant that gafar Khan Khwaja Ahsanullah 
held the governorship of Kashmir for a record period of 



r\ r 

j H 


thirteen years with a short interval of three years. 

< — _ _ 

Similarly, Ali Hardan Khan was appointed governor of 
Kabul and Kashmir and in each province he remained for 
a period of nine years. Amir Khan was appointed subedar 
of Sind twice for a total period of nine years. * 

The most striking feature of Shahjahan's reign 
is that in spite of the fact that he was proud of his 
being a descendant of Amir Taimur Qiran-i Sani and that 
he showed favour to the Turanis, most of the important 
governorships were held by the members of Itimad-ud 
Daula's family. For instance, from the second to the 
fifth regnal year of sHahjahan's reign eight governorships 
were simultaneously held by the members of the family 
and out of these eight governorships three contiguous 
provinces in the east (i.e. Qasim Khan Juwaini in 
Bengal, Baqir Khan Najm 3ani in Orissa, and Saif Khan in 
Bihar) and four contiguous provinces in the west (i.e. 

Asaf Khan in Lahore and Multan, Itiqad Khan in Kashmir 
and Amir kh an in Sind) were entrusted to them while the 
Deccan was held by Azam Khan for a large part of the 
same period. Similarly from the 15th to the 21st regnal 

o 

year three contiguous provinces (Kashmir, Sind and Kabul) 

1 . See Appendix B . 

2. Kashmir by Zafar Whan, Sind by Amir Khan and Kabul by 
Ali Mardan Whan. See Appendix B. 
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were simultaneously held by members of this family. 

As has been mentioned in Chapter IV (a), the lists 

of mansabdars for the first twenty years of Shahjahan's 

reign have been compiled from Lahori ' s 3ad'shahnama , and 

for the last ten years on the basis of War is . For 

convenience tabulation has been done of all the man gab da rs 

alive holding the rank of 1000 gat and above at the end of 

1 

each decade (the 10th, 20th and 30th R.Y.). On the basis 
of this calculation the percentage of the members of the 
family of Itimad-ud Daula in the total mangabdars at the 

end of each decade has been worked out (See Appendix E(i) 

2 , 
to this’ Section). It appears that in 1637 members of Itimad 

ud Daula 's family held 68,000 gat and 63,300 sawar out of 

a total number of 4,54,500 zat and 3,63,550 sawar i.e. 

14.96 per cent of the total gat and 17.41 per cent of the 

total sawar ranks. At the close of second decade (1647) 

they held 70,500 gat out of 4,67,000 total gat rank and 

60,350 sawar out of the total 3,80,800 sawar rank, that 

is, 15.08 and 15.84 per cent of the total gat and sawar 

ranks respectively. By the termination of the third 

decade (1657-58) the position of the family seems to have 

further improved. Out of 4,97,500 total zat rank the 

members of the family were holding 83,000 zat and out of 


1. See the list at the end of Chapter IV la) . 

2. Table showing position of I S timad-ud Daulafe family 
as mansabdar under Shahjahan. 
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3,72,950 total sawar rank they were holding 75,600 
sawar , that is, 16.68 per cent of the total sat rank 
and 20.27 per cent of the total sawar rank. 

€ _ 

In other words, members of Itimad-ud Daula's 
family accounted for a little more than one-sixth of the 
cat rank and one-fifth of the sawar rank throughout the 
reign of Shah-jahan while during Jahangir's reign the 
members of this family accounted for nearly one-twelfth 
of the zat and one- tenth of the sawar ranks in 1621 , ^ 

the period during which the family was said to have reached 

2 

the climax of its power. 

Thus, during the reign of Shahjahan the fortunes 

f _ 

of the family of Itimad-ud Daula continued to be in the 
ascendant, and the members of his family were given rapid 
promotions and were entrusted with important assignments. 

In the reign of Aurangzeb too, the family appears 
to have continued to enjoy important positions, as would 
appear from the appendices, showing central offices and 
governorships held by the members of the family. The 
majority of the incumbents in most of the central offices 
and even governorships came from the house of Itimad-ud 
Daula. The office of wazir or Pi wan- i kul , was entrusted 

1. Irfan Habib, op. cit ., p.95. 

2. Ibid . , pp. 78-79. 
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to the members of this house for the larger period of 
Aurangzeb's reign, there being four wazirs from this 
house. Ja^far ft}an the son of Sadiq Khan held this office 
for a period of seven years and Asad Khan, a son-in-law 
of Asaf Khan, for the longest tenure of about 30 years 
(from 1676 to 1707) with the exception of a short interval 
of about a year (1692 to 1693) when he was away on the 
military campaign in the carnatic. During this period his 

son-in-law and a grandson of Sadiq Khan. Bahramand Khan 

- _ 1 

acted as his deputy diwan . 

The office of Mir Bakhshi was also for most of the 
time under Aurangzeb, kept in the hands of Itimad-ud 
Daula's family. As many as five of its members held this 
office. Bahramand Khan held it for the longest period 
(over ten years), from July 1692 to November 1702. Asad 
Khan , Ruhullah Khan and Zulfiqar Khan held it for more 
than five years each. 

Similarly, the post of second bafchshi was mostly 
held by members of this family. Asad Khan and Bahramand 
Khan successively occupied the office for a period of 
about seventeen years of which Asad Khan's single tenure 
was of twelve years. Ruhullah Khan and his son Ruhullah 
Khan II again successively held it for over ten years. 


1. See Appendix-C 
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As regards the post of Mir Atish our table shows 
that seven of its occupants during Aurangzeb's reign 
belonged to Itimad-ud Daula 1 2 s family. The Sabzwaris, 
who were matrimonially related to the family, held this 
office for a period of ninteen years, during eleven of 
which Tarbiyat Khan Mir Khalil alone held the office. 1 

Another important central office was that of 

Mi r Saman or Kfoan-i Saman and it appears to have been 

the sole monopoly of the Iranian incumbents since 

Shahjahan's reign. Here too we find the predominence 

of Itimad-ud Daula* s relations. Out of the total nine 

Mir Samans of Aurangzeb five were members of Itimad-ud 

Daula *s family. Sultan Husain Iftikhar Khan held this 

office for about seven years, Ruhullah Khan and his son 

Ruhullah Khan II held it for about nine years while 

Khuda Banda Khan, the last of Aurangzeb's Mir Samans , 

2 

occupied the office for about three years. 

The two other important offices of Akhtabeqi 

(master of horse) and Daroqba-i Ghusalkhana , to which 

only trusted nobles were appointed were mostly occupied 

by the members of the family, which provided seven 

Akbtabegl 

holders of the post of / during Aurangzeb's reign. 

1. See Appendix- C. 

2. Ibid. 
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Similarly, fjr the office of the superintendent of 
Gbusal kbana Itimad-ud Daula's family furnished six 
occupants. Out of 2 c i years in which appointments to 
the po t of Akhtabeqi are known the members of Itimad- 
ud Daula's family served for 16 years, Sultan Husain 
Iftiidjar Khan and his brother Multafat Khan success- 
ively serving for about eight years. Their cousin 
Ruhullah Khan appears to have been appointed thrice 
to this office, serving for a total period of about 
seven years. Similarly to the office of the Darogha 
of the Gfrusal Khan a , out of 34 years in which appoint- 
ments are known, the members of Itimad-ud Daula's 
family are found to have served for 17 years, Bahramand 
Khan served for six years, Hoshdar Khan five years 
and Itiqad Khan (Zulfiqar Khan) for three years. 1 

As far as governorships of various provinces 
are concerned, we have prepared a table on the basis 
of the tabulations prepared by M. Athar Ali showing 
the governorships of various provinces held by members 
of the family. Most of the important provinces like 
Agra, De'hi, Lahore, Kabul, Kashmir, Orissa and Bengal 
were, for most of Aurangzeb's reign, held by the members 
of I^timad-ud Daula's family. Amir Khan Mir Miran 


1 . 


See Appendix-G 



held the governorship of Kabul for a period of 29 

years being appointed twice in the same province, first 

for seven years (4th- 10th R.Y.) and then for continuous 

22 years (20th-41st R.Y.). Shaista Khan was also 

appointed twice as subedar of Bengal for a total 

also 

tenure of 23 years. He held the office of. the gubedar 
of the adjoining province of Orissa for nine years 
together with Bengal. Ibrahim Khan Zig appears to have 
been appointed thrice as gubedar of Kashmir for a total 
period of 14 years. Muhammad Yar Khan occupied the 
governorship of Delhi for about twelve years (40th- 
51st R.Y.). Moreover, most of the provinces in the 
Deccan also appear to have been held by members of the 
family. 


It may also be noted that many contiguous 
provinces were simultaneously held by the members of 
the family, Ibrahim Khan Zig was subedar of Bihar from 
11th R.Y. to 17th R.Y. while Shaista Khan was subedar 
of Bengal during the same period. From 22nd to 30th 
R.Y. Shaista Khan was simultaneously holding the two 
contiguous provinces of Bengal and Orissa. In 31st R.Y. 
Shaista Khan was succeeded, in the two provinces, by 
Abu Nasr Khan and Ibrahim Khan Zig who respectively 
held Orissa and Bengal till the 37th R.Y. of Aurangzeb ' s 
reign. Subsequently, for the next two years Kamgar 



Khan served as subedar of Orissa in succession to 
Abu Nasr Khan together v/ith Ibrahim Khan Zig in Bengal. 
Thus, for a considerable time the two contiguous 
provinces of Bengal and Orissa remained in the hands 
of the family. Three contiguous provinces in the 
north - Agra, Awadh and Delhi - were also occupied 
most of the time by members of the family. For instance 
Agra was held by Shaista Khan in the 1st R.Y. and by 
Hoshdar IChan from 6th to 13th R.Y.; Awadh was held by 
Mir Ishaq Iradat Khan in the 1st R.Y. and by Murad 

Kam Safavi Mukarram Khan from 3rd to 8th R.Y. In the 

• ■ 

12th and 13th R.Y. when Agra was under Hoshdar Khan, 
Amir Khan Mir Mi ran held Allahabad and Ibrahim Khan 
Zig governed Bihar, and damdar Khan, in the 13th R.Y. , 
simultaneously held Delhi. In 21st R.Y. the two 
contiguous provinces Gujarat and Malwa were governed 
respectively by Mukhtar Khan Shamsuddin and Khan-i 
Zaman Muftakhar Khan in 25 ilv and 26"tk. R.Ys. Interestingly 
enough, when in the 36th R.Y. of Aurangzeb's reign 
Shaista Khan was gubedar of Agra his son Buzurg Umed 
Khan governed Allahabad. Next year, after his death, 

f — 

his son Itiqad Khan governed Agra and another son 
Kh uda Banda Khan governed Awadh while Bihar was under 
Mukhtar IChan Qamaruddin. From 40th R.Y. down to the 
end of Aurangzeb's reign the two contiguous provinces 



of Agra and Delhi remained all the time in the hands 
of Itimiad-ud Daula's family. In addition to these 
two provinces other contiguous provinces like Awadh, 
Allahabad and Ajmer were also, at times, simultaneously 
held by the members of the family.^ - 

In the north and north west two to three of 

the four contiguous provinces of Kashmir, Lahore Sindh 

and Kabul were for certain periods simultaneously 

governed by the members of Itimad-ud Daula's family. 

In the 2nd and 3rd R.Y. the two provinces of Lahore 

and Kashmir, were respectively governed by Khalilullah 

Khan and Ibrahim Khan Zig. When Amir Khan Mir Miran 

was governor of Kabul from 20th to 40th R.Y. the two 

other provinces of Sind and Kashmir were most of the 

2 

time under the charge of the members of the family. 

During the last decade of Aurangzeb's reign the two 
contiguous provinces of Agra and Delhi were simultaneously 
governed by members of the family. Moreover, other 
provinces like Allahabad, Awadh and Ajmer were also 
at times simultaneously held by the members of this 
family during the period. 


1. See Appendix-D. 

2. Ibid. 



It may also be noted that many provinces in the 
Deccan were also simultaneously held by the members of 
Itimad-ud Daula's family throughout Aurangzeb's reign. 
It appears from our tabulation of various governorships 
that members of the family held governorship in three 
important provinces - namely Agra in the north, Bengal 
in the east, and Kabul in the north-west for the larger 
part of Aurangzeb's reign. 

As regards the mangabs of the family an analysis 
of the same has been made on the basis of the two lists 
given by M. Athar Ali for the two phases - 1658 to 1678 
and 1679 to 1707 of Aurangzeb's reign. Mansabs , ranging 
from 1000 gat and above, of those members of the family 
have been taken into account, who were known to have 
been alive by the end of each phase. Thus, by the end 
of the first phase i.e. 1678 it appears that out of a 
total. 6,85, 000 zat and 4, 39,850 sawar members of Itimad' 
ud Daula's family held 90,500 zat and 70,700 sawar . 

By the end of the second phase i.e. 1707 the family 

a 

accounted for 65,500 zat and 49,700 sawar out of/ total 
9,69, 900 gat and 6,30,100 sawar ranks. Thus, the share 
of the family in the total rank at the close of the 
first phase was 13.22 per cent of the total zat and 
16.07 per cent of the total sawar ranks (on the above 


hypothetical basis). A marked decline, however, is 



noticed in the second phase as by the end of 1707 
the family's share in the total rank was 6.75 per cent 
zat and 7.88 per cent sawar. 1 

The apparent decline in Itimad-ud Joule's family 
fortunes was probably because of the inflation of total 
mangabs awing to the influx, of new recruits (the ueccanis, 
Marathas, etc.). Compared to the Iranis in genera], 
there was no decline in the family's fortunes whatsoever. 
Tables A and 0 give a summary of the total man sabs held 
by the family under Jhahjuhan and .aurangzeb. 


Tanle- zh ah j ahan 


Year 

Total rank 
Iranis 

held by 

Total rank 

Itimad-ud 

family 

held by 
Daula ' s 

Farni ly 1 s 
position in 
percentage 


Cat 

8a war 

Zat 

dawar 

1637 

1, 66, 000 

1, 31, 300 

68, 000 

63, 300 

40.96/48.21 

1647 

1, 53, 500 

] , 28, 100 

70, 500 

60, 350 

45.92/47.11 

1657 

1,86, OOo 

1, 45, 20u 

8 3, 000 

75, 600 

44.62/52.06 





Average 

43.83/49.12 



Table-B 

Aurangzeb 



Year 

Total rank held by 
Iranis 

Total rank 

I r tirnad-ud 

family 

held by 
Daula 1 s 

Family ' s 
position in 
percentage 


ZQt 

dawar 

Zat 

Sawar 

1678 

1, 95, 500 

1, 30,050 

90, 500 

70, 700 

46.28/54.36 

1707 

1, 56, 000 

1, 02,150 

65, 500 

49, 700 

41.93/48.60 





Average 

44.13/51.48 


1. Cee Table showing position of I r timad-ud Daula's family 
as Man?abdars und<3r Aurangzeb in Aonendix E(ii). 







213 


It is clear from the :ioove tables that the 
average share of the family in the total rank held by 
Iranis under Aurangzeb (44 . 1 3% gat and 51.48% sawar ) 
was largejfthan that of under dhahj ahan (43.83,o gat and 
49. 12% sawar ) . 

C __ 

The famil/ of itimaa-ud Daula. thus, enjoyed 
power and position continuously down to Aurangzeb' s 
death, enabled them to remain entrenched in power. 

The family could cldim such a privileged position under 
Mughal emperors for such a long spell of time perhaps 
not only because of the personal capabilities of its 
members but also because of their advantageous 
relationships - matrimonial relations with the 
Imperial family and marriages with many prominent 
Irani families. 
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References to the Genealogical Charts 


The 

fol ! owing symbols have bee a 

employed to explain 

relationships in the chart: 



: indicates 

1 f ather/motoer of* 


+ 

'brother/sister of' 


II 

'husband/wife of' 


• _ II 

'grandson of' 


3/ , 

'son of' 


d/o 

'daughter of* 


3/L 

1 son-in-law of ' 

Numbers prefacing the 

names if persons in the chart 

lources 

1 = 

d/o 'qa Mul la Dawatdur 

A. A. A. I, 165. 

1 : 

2 + 3 

Amin -‘*hmad Razi, Haft Iqlim, 
ed. Jawwad Fazil, Elrm Press, 
Tehran, Vol. Ill, 6 . 



Iqbalnama, 54. 

2 : 

4 7 4 = 15 

Tuzuk, 152 ; Z.Kh., II, 2 08. 

3 - 

^uz 

5; 5 d/o Mirza *A1 auddin 
wi.ni 5/ o Aqa Kulla 

Iqbalnama, 54; 4 . Kh . , 11,405. 

3 : 

13 

Tuzuk, 58; Iqbalnama, 28,29. 

3 : 

14 

Tuzuk, 93, 127 etc. , Iqbal name, 74 

3 : 

15; 15 = 4 

Iqbalnama, 295; Z.Kh, 1,208. 

3 : 

16 

Tuzuk, 336; Iqbalnama, 54-55. 

3 : 

17 

iuzuk, 106; Z.Kh., II, 209. 

3 : 

1 ; 18 = Oasim <h"n 

Juwaini 

Tuzuk, 224, 270; M.U.III,7 -7 r '. 

3 : 

19; 19 = Haki n 3eg 

Z.Kh. II, 288. 




4 


6 + 7 + 8+0 


L.ahori 


II, 538-39 


4 : 10; 10 - Khanlar Zulfiqar Z . Kh . II, 411; KKJ. II , 38. 

Khan 

4 ; 11+12; 12 = I raj Khan Yusuf Mirak, Tarikh-i Ilaghar-i 

Afshar Ghahjahani , (hereafter T . M . 5 . ) , 

ed. Syed Hisamuddin Rashidi, 
Vol.II, Karachi, 1^61, Genealo- 
gical chart of Murjahan's 
paternal side (under Gadiq KhanJ 
Gee also M . U . I, 260-72. 

6 = 39; 39: 29+21 Z.kh.111,31; K. A. , 10 3; K. II . I, 

531. 


7 : 22 

7 : 23; 23 = Muhammad Ibrahim 
Ghujaat Khan 3/o Najnbat 
Khan Mirza Shu jo'. 

9 : 2 4 f 2 5 

9 : 26; 26 - Prince Sulaiman 

Shukoh 

10 - Kljanlar Zulfiqar Khan 

Qaramanlu : 27, 27=40 


10 : 28; 28 = Prince 

Gainuddin G/o Prince 
■hu j a' 

10 : 29; 29 = 20; _2«) S/L 

djanlar, Zulfiqar iCban 

13 : 3', 30 = Saiyid_Muhammad 
Mukhtar Khan Sabzwari : 56+56 

13 : 31 

13 : 32; 32+3 


14 + 16 

14 = d/o Ghiyasuddin Ali 

Asaf Khan s/o Aqa Mulla 
Oawatdar 


M.U. II, 731-33. 


T.M., 20. 


M . A .,103; M . Q . 1 , 455. 


II. U., I, 454. 


Z. Kh . 11,411; Gadiq Khan, 
f.89(b); Kazim, 43°; II . U . 1,310; 
II, 93; T.H. 3 5, 74 . 


M.U., II, 89. 


Kazim, 439; M , A . 27; T . M . , 8 . 


T.M. , 13, 21. 


P . M . , 162 . 

Tuzuk , 34 2; Iqbalnama , 2 n l ; 
Z.Kh. II, 311; M. A. 221. 


Tuzuk , 3 36; Iqbal name , 74, 259. 

Qazwini, Badshahnarna , Transcript 
in the department of History 
Library, Aligarh No. 13, p.83_ 
(hereinafter cited as jazwini) ; 
Salih, I, 44. 
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1 '• : 33; 33 f 3 

14 : 3 ; ; 3 4 = SIIAHJ All AN 

14 ; 35 


Iqba jnama ,2.7b-2 77; Z.Kh . II, 188-F 

Tuzuk , 1 10 ; Qazwlnl, 53 , ; 

Lahori 1(a), 93 . 

Lahori 1(b), 243, 321; II, 116, 
728; Manucci II, 389. 


14 : 36 
14 ; 37 


T. m . S . Genealogical 

nanucoi II, 389. 


Chart under 
No. 35 


14 : 38; 38 = Hirza Sail 
Saif Khan 


Tuzuk , 3 62 ; Iqba In au.a , 3pl ; 
Lahori,! (a) , 77. 


11 : 39, 39 


6 , 6 S/L 1 1 


Z. Kh. 


HI, 



I, 


531. 


14 : 10 ; 40 = 27 


N..U . II, 93; T 35 . 


li : 11; 11 = Kir Khalil 
Khan Zaman 
S/o Azam Khan 

14 ; 42; 4 2 = ir ijiran 
Yazdi 

16 = SHER AF GAN 


T. i-j . S . Genealogical Chart under 
ro74T; H . A . . 2 Q 9 : M . U . , 1,735. 

I'J.U . , 111,341,829-30. 

Igbalnama , 55 . 


16 = JAHANGIR 


Tuzuk , I3p, 335 e tc . ; Iqba lnana ,56. 


18 : 43 


T. M. 5 . .Genealogical Chart under 
No. 13; M.U. Ill, 78-82. 


19 : 4 4 + 4 5 T. . S . Genealogical Chart; 11. J . 

I, 573-76; Cf. Z.Kh. 11,288.' 


19 : 
Na j m 

' 4 ; _4 4 
Sani : 

= Baqir Khan 

82 + 83 

Z.Kh. II, 

2 5 4 ; i _ . 

U. I, '08-12. 

20 

= 

29; 

29 

; 4 6 

u. m. 

830-33; 

rn Q 

1 • **♦ /• 

21 

= 

68 



T, K. ,27. 



24 

= 

50 

: 47 

+ 48 

.I. U. 1,45 

o-57; Ti 

M. 1 6. 

27 

• 

49; 

49 

= 70 

K, A. 158; 
T. ii. 31. 

ii.U. 1 (a) 

320-21; 11,93; 

27 

• 

• 

50; 

50 

= 24; 24 S/L 27 

i-i . A . 4 61; 

i*.U. I, 

454-57; T. . 1. 16 

27 

• 

• 

51; 

51 

= 86 

Akhbara t, 
T.K. 22. 

39 R.Y. , 

18 January, 1696 



257 


27 : 52, 52 = 6-1 Afcfrbarat ,3 3 R.Y., 11 Jul-,1689; 

- i . A . , 3 / 1 . 


30 

; 53 + 31 +56 


u.U. 111,4 

13. 


30 

: 55; 55 = kirza 
: 90 

t-.uhs in 

U. Ill, 

650; T, u . 

21. 

31 

: Shahnawaz Khan 

Safavi 

K.A. ,109; 

T.i-:. ,10. 


31 

: 57 


i-i. A. ,536; 

T, ,. 162. 


32 

: 58 + 59 


k~z i.r:, # 62 3 

where it 

is .mentioned 


that 5? ancl 59 were sons o~ 3 " ; 
and 54 was sister's sor. of 32. 


This confirms that 32 was the son 
of 13 whose daughter 3o ’-as the 
mother of 54. Cf. a . 109 has 
wrongly mentioned 51 as the ^or. 
of 32. 

3 3 = d/o Iraj Shahnawaz Iq ba lna.ea , 2 75; I' . II, 706. 

Khan S/o r Abdur Rahim Khan 

Khanan 


3 3 : 60; 60; 93; 93 = Akhbarat , 13 R.Y. 9 giq'adu (2 9 

liuharnmad Raza April) 1699; PI. A . 2 6. 


706; 


i, 140, 2 
T.U. 112 


33 


62 

33 


63 

33 


64; 64 = 51 

33 


65 

33 


66 

33 


6 i 


33 ; 

68 ; 

68 = 

21; 

21 ^ 

14 



3 3 ; 

69; 

69 = 

Ruhullah 




Khan I 

33 : 

70; 

ii 

o 

4 9 

33 ; 

71; 

71 = 

Hoshdar Khan 

S/o . 

•iultaf a t 

l_han 


Kaziin, 140; 2.. A . 5'< . 

nhJ. 1,2 92; T.M . 2], 

M. A . ,351 , 3 71 , 3 7 : ; .1.U . 1,814. 

-■.A , , 3 48. 

rl . A . ,369; T.u . ,11. 

Akhbarat , 1 > R.Y. 2 i .ul ' I, 
(25 Aug.) 1700; A, A. , '■>€'; ; 
T.U . ,175. 

T.h . ,27. 

Kazim, >■ 77; ,. U . II, 309,706. 

14. A . , 1 58; T5__. , 31 . 

M. A. .114; T./i. 6. 
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3 5 : 

7-7 72=7' 

i ; . A. ,110 ; Ilanucc i IV , 1 ’7; .11. Ill, 

70^-707. 

3 5 : 

73; 73 - 112 

; T T 5 7 1 • r r ■ ■ \ 

3 i ; 

''4; 74 = 7^ 

.A., 110; ...U. Ill, 706-70 / . 

3o -- 

: 7 o 

. ir za Safi Saif han 
rllVlQ 

Z.vh. 11,238; ,.U. 11,318-21. 

38 : 

75; 75 = I_haliiul lab 

1 nan Yazdi 

n. A. ,38; i l.U. I, 775. 

38 : 
S/o 

Tur 

4a : 

13 : 

Shi 

79; 79 - Zafar 1 .han 
Khwa j a A bu 1 Ha nan 
ca t i 

30; *0-5- 14 

01 ; 81 = nil /a Sa r 
kan Khan Sifavi 

Z.Kh. IT, 290;::. U. 11,762-63. 

LakoYi ( n,\l 6 . 

Lahori, II, 185; Jar is, 3' ; 

Ill, 178-79. 

i O I 

Cl; 8 4 = 104 

Akhbara t, 3 9 R. Y. Re,,! ]i, 1 lov. 

1685. 

17 - 

° 7 ; 87 S/L 2 1 

_^_U. T, 4 57. 

1 = . tir _han S/o 5 ir 

Khan ir liran 

■ A. '73; ,..U. 1 (a), ? 80 ; 7. . 

66 . ““ 

53 ; 

85 

bj_A. , 167; KaU. Ill, 65 3. 

51 : 

06+87+80+89 

M.U. , II, 40-41. 

5 6 : 

>1 

H.O. , J, 537. 

57 = 

AURAMGZEB 

Labor! 1(b), 243; II, 22; . A . , 5 ~~ 

62 : 

94; 94 = 114 

Akhbara t, 43 R.Y. i; Rabl' II. 

"(4 Odt.) 1699. 

62 : 

95 

Akhbara t, 43 R.Y. 26 iabl I. U 

44 R.Y. 26 Sept. 1700. 

62 : 

96; 96 = .uhumnad 
Baqir 

Akhbara t, 10 R.Y. 10 Arriib 'r . 

62 : 

97; 97 = 103 

Akhbara t, 13 R.Y. 11 Zir-ada, 

(1 nay ) 1699. 

63 : 

98; 98 = H 6 

^ JL _A. , 480; O.U. ~ 1 , 0. 

6 3 ; 

09 ; gg = 100 

Akhbara t, 50 R.Y. 7 7 ha ban (J Lov.) 
1705. 
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64 : 100, 100 - 99 Akhbarat , 50 R. Y. 7 Shaba n (3 Kov.) 

1706. 

64 : 101; 101 = Mir Ahmad ?.Ii . , 83. 

Mazandarani 

64 : 102 Akhbarat , 33 R.Y. (Shawwal) , 25 

July, 1609. 

64 : 103; 103 = 97 Akhbarat , 43 R.Y. 11 Ziqada (1 Jay) 

1699. 

66 : 104, 104 = &4 Akhbarat . 39 R.Y. (RabT II) , 4 Kov. 

1695. 

66 : 105 T.I-i . , 137. 

72 ; 106 M.U . Ill, 709, 710; T. U . 53. 

72 : 107; 107 = Kamyab M.U . I, 539; T. i . . 05, 163-64. 

Khan S/o *Abdul Makar im 

Jan Nisar Khan 

• • “■ ■ • 

76 ; 109; 109 = Ibrahim T.M. ,27. 

Beg S/o r Ali Jar dan Khan 
Z lg 

7 4 : 110; HO = Huftakhar T.I-i . , 12 7. 

Khan S/o Dianat Khan 
Hakim Jama la i rashi 

79 ; 111 Lahorl II, 744; Salih III, 279; 

1-1. U . II, 762-63.' 

0 3 : 112; 112 = 73 ,-i.U . I, 23 l;T.ii. 4. 


85 ; 113; 113 = Prince HJJ. ill, 655. 

Bedar Bakht S/o Prince 
X/arn 


36 

; 

114; 114 = 94 

Akhbarat, 43 R.Y. (19 Rabl r II) . 




4 Oct 

.,1699. 

86 

= 

51, 86;114. 

m t 

22, 101. 

86 

• 

115; 115 = 120 


Ill, 652. 

87 

= 

47 : 116 = ci8 

..A. 

221,480; M.U. 1,457. 

87 

i 

117; 117 f 24 

T.I-i. 

go _ 

88 

= 121; 118 = f Amir-i :1 
Umara > Husain Ali Khan 

.u. 

84. 

11, -tlj 111,650-33; T.h. 






2 -;o 

8 9 = M j_r Lashkari 

Saf avi 

« 

M.U. 

+ ha t 
dan t 

II, 41 where it is mentioned 
Mir Lashkari was a descen- 

of Mirza Haidar Safavi. 

• • 

90 : 119+120+121; 119=92 

M.U. 

111,652 . 


112; 108; 108 = Abdul Baqi 

Akhbarat,51 R.Y. 

0 Feb., 1 707. 

(13 Ziqada) 

114 : 122 

T M 

m 1 * m 

101 . 
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APPENDIX E ( ii) 

Table Showing Position of I'timad-ud Paula* s Family 
as Mansabdar under Auranqzeb 
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XI. ALI MARDAN {MAN'S FAMILY 

The stream of immigration to augment the ranks of 

the Mughal nobility continued under Shahjahan. Unlike the 

reign of Akbar and Jahangir, it would seem that immigration 

from Iran during Shahjahan 's time was generally of 

individuals and not of whole families or establishments.^ 

The only exception is offered by *Ali Mardan Khln who came 

along with his family and a large retinue of officers and 

- 2 

companions in 1638, having made over Qandahar to Shahjahan . 
He became the highest Iranian noble of Shahjahan, and 
therefore deserves a detailed biographical notice on that 
account alone. 

Ali Mardan Khan was a Kurd of the Zig 3 tribe and 
belonged to a well reputed aristocratic family. His father 
Ganj Ali Khan Zig was a close confidential officer of 
Shah Abbas I and had served him in Herat since his child- 
hood. During Shah Abbas reign he was entrusted with 
important offices like Qiladar of Salamah in Kljawaf , 
governor ( haki m) of Kirman and Sis tan. In the 36th R.Y. 

1 . See Chapter Two. 

2. Lahori, II, pp. 27-28, 34, 50-52. 

3. AAA , II, p.1041. Zig is a Kurdish tribe who _ lived in 

the mountains of Giluyah. Farhana-i Rashldj , vol. I, 
p. 377 and Shams-ul Lugfoat , p. 404. “ 

4. AAA, I, pp. 414, 559, 576. 
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(1031 a. H.) he was entrusted with the government 

( Iyalat-wa-Daral) of Qandahar, the most crucial province 

of the time and where apparently very trusted and 

experienced generals were appointed Ganj Ali Khan held 

Qandahar until he died in 1034 A.H. (1624 A.D.) and 

performed valuable services for his master in beating 

back the Uzbeks in Khurasan. Shiah Abbas I conferred 

on him the title of Khan and called him Ar j uma nd Baba i 

2 

(my reverend father) . 

c — _ 

Ganj Ali Khan's two other children are also known 
to us. One Shiahrukh Beg, apparently a military officer 

died of an accident while riding during a campaign near 

_ 3 

Garjistan (in Iran). The second was a daughter whose 
son Husain Beg Khan Zig came with ^Ali Mardan Khan, his 

4 

maternal uncle as well as father-in-law. 

It appears that being the only surviving son of 
a person who had enjoyed fatherly regard from the Shah 
of Iran and held highly responsible posts in the 
government, Ali Mardan Khan succeeded in winning the 


1. A. A. A ♦ II . pp. 977-78. 

2. Ibid , p. 1041. 

3. Ibid , pp. 884-85. 

4. Lahorl, II, pp. 124, 159, 177, 412; MU, I, 591-92. 



Shah's favours and succeeded his father as the Governor 

of Qandahar with the same symbols of respect and titles 

1 

of Ijfran an d Baba-i Sani (the second father) . But this 
bred jealousy among other nobles, and their hostility 
reached its culmination during the reign of Shiah Safi. 

r — 

They exploited the defensive preparations made by Ali 

Mardan Khan at Qandahar which he began actually in order 

to check Mughal intrusions. He had already strongly 

rejected Shahjahan's secret proposal of handing over 

Qandahar to the Mughals in return of highest possible 

2 

rank and rewards in the Mughal empire. 

Shah Safi sent reinforcements to Qandahar and at 

the same time, at the instigation of those nobles, 

preferred a charge of embezzlement against Ali Mardan 
- 3 

Khan . The latter comprehending the real intentions of 
the Shah now accepted Shahjahin's proposal and fled to 
his court where he was well received and granted the 
rank of 5000 / 5000 . His rank was soon increased to 
6000 / 6000 , and he was also appointed gubedar of Kashmir. 

1. AAA, II, pp. 1041, 1086; Lahori, II, p. 27; Sadiq 
Khan, ff. 44(b)-45(a). 

2. Lahori, II, pp. 27-34; Sadiq Khan, ff. 45(a)-(b); 
Z.Kh . , III, p. 28. 

3. Bernier says that Ali Mardan Khan was recalled from 
Qandahar to give the account of his government, Cf. 
T ravels in the Mughal Empire , p. 184. 

4. lahori, II, pp. 92, 123-24, 125-26. 
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A distinction was always made in the Mughal Empire 

between those immigrants who came with some administrative 

background and experience in civil and political matters 

and those without it; and the former were generally 

1 ' - 

awarded higher ranks and offices . Accordingly Ali Mardan 

Khan and some of his companions were awarded high ranks. 

All Mardan Kfran was granted the highest rank of 7000/7000 

Umar a * __ _ 2 

(5000x2-3h) and the title of Amir-ul /and Yar-i Wafadar . 

His total salary amounted to 12 karor dams the highest 

3 

salary ever received by any noble after Asaf Khan. It 
is also significant that throughout his life Ali Mardan 
Khan held one or the other of the three contiguous 
provinces of Kashmir, Lahore and Kabul, the most strategic 

4 

territories in the north-west of the empire. Moreover, 
in 

being/the vicinity of Qandahar, on the one hand, and 

Balkh and Badakhshan, on the other, Kabul always needed 

not only an experienced general but also a oerson well 

acquainted with the region; and Ali Mardan Khan's longest 
5 

stay at Kabul tends to suggest that he had the full 
confidence of sHahjahan, who was faced with the hostility 
of both Persian and the Uzbeks . 

1. See ante. Chapter Two. 

2. Lahori, II, pp. 222, 320-21, 497-98; Z.Kh . Ill, p.28. 

3. Ibid . pp. 320-21; Waris, p.135. 

4. M. Athar Ali's article op.cit., in Medieval India - 
A Miscellany , III, pp. 94, 99-100. 

5 . Ibid. 
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During his governorship of Kabul Ali Mardan Khan was 
sent against the Uzbeks. In the 18th R.Y. (1645) he sent 
his confidential servants Farhad and Faridun against 

— r _ \ 

Tardi Ali Qatgjhan , who, after a short engagement, took 

to flight. In 1646 he was sent along with Prince Murad 

Bakhsh, against the Uzbeks and to conquer Balkh and 

Badakhshan. At this time Sultan Khusrau, Eahram Sultan 

and Subhan Quli Sultan, three sons of Nazar Muhammad 

Khan came and paid homage to Prince Murad while Nazar 

2 

Muhammad Khan fled to Persia. However, Murad Bakhsh, 
in spite of Shahjahan's prohibition, returned to India for 
which the prince was censured and Sa f adullah Khan was 
sent to Balkh. It would seem that normally Ali Mardan 
Khan would have been asked to take over charge of Balkh, 
but his being an Irini and so a suspected Shia made 
this impolitic. As Lahori tells us, "Although servants 
of this faith-protecting court, whether Iranis and 
others, are in obedience to and following the Emperor, 
f ir n in upholding true beliefs abstain from the false 
beliefs of the deviating and the self-serving, yet as 
the long standing hostility between the Uzbeks and 


1. Tardi Ali Qatghan was the guardian of Subhan 
Quli &£t3n the son of Nazar Muhsmm^d Khan and 
the governor of Kahmard and its neighbourhood. 
See Lahori, II, pp. 401-404, 456-63. 


2 . Ibid., 


, pp. 482-92; 512-43; 548-56 
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Qizil- bashes , owing to religious differences, had reached 

such a state that reconciliation and friendship is on no 

account possible, the Emperor did not find it advisable 
r — _ _ 

to appoint Ali Mardan Khan as governor of the sub a Balkh 
in spite of his joining the Sunni sect upon entering the 
service of this court. Because of the inopportune act of 
Prince Murad Bakhsh and some others of the victorious 
army, large numbers of the Almans, having ventured to cross 
the Oxus River, had ravaged some parts of Badakhshan and 
other places. Therefore, the Emperor ordered that after 
Allami's (Saad ullah Khan's) arrival at Balkh,, Ali Mardan 
Khan should proceed to Qunduz and address himself to deal 
with the Almans, and having slaughtered a number, force 
them to retire accross the Oxus. Since the Governor of 
Badakhshan had to stay in Balkh for some time for organi- 
sing his affairs and his escorts. Ali Mardan Khan was to 
stay in Qunduz till his arrival. After the said Governor 

reached Badakhshan, Ali Mardan Khan should proceed to 

1 

g uba Kabul of which he was Governor". 

When Aurangzeb was sent to take charge of Balkh 

_ r _ _ _ 2 

and Badakhshan Ali Murdan Khajn was again sent there. 

At this time he had an encounter in Timurabad, with 

r r — _ 

Abdul Aziz, the eldest son of Nazar Muhammad Khan and 

1. i«ahori ,n, p. 68 . 

2. Ibid . } p. 633. 
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the governor of Bukhara. Ali Mardan Khan defeated Beg 

Oghli and Qutlugh Muhammad Sultan and Yadgar Tukariya 

one after the other in a battle that continued for seven 

days in which the Uzbek army sustained great losses. 1 2 3 

Afterwards when Balkh and Badakhshan were restored to 

Nazar Muhammad, Ali Mardan Khan came back to Kabul. 

After some time he was allowed to go to Kashmir, where 

2 

the climate was more suitable for him. 

When Prince Dara Shukoh was appointed to lead an 

expedition to Qandahar and the province of Kabul was 

assigned to his eldest son Sulaiman Shukoh in 1653 

Ali Mardan Khan was again posted there. Thereafter he 

again went to Kashmir. it was during this time that he 

was summoned to court towards the close of 1656, He had 

an attack of dysentry and in the beginning of the 31st 

R.Y. (1657) while returning to Kashmir he died at 

Machhiwara (on 16th April, 1657). He was burried in 

3 

his mother’s tomb at Lahore. 

t - _ _ 

After Ali Mardan Khan's death his property and 
effects to the amount of one crore of rupees in cash 

1. Lahorl, H»P-686-709. 

2. Waris, pp. 131, 138, 140. 

3. Salih, III, p. 246. 



and kind were taken into the imperial Treasury. But 
afterwards , out of this amount only 50 lacs of rupees 
were retained in the treasury; and of the balance 3D 
lacs of rupees were allowed to Ibrahim Khan and the 
remaining 20 lacs were distributed among the three sons 
and ten daughters. 1 2 3 

Among Ali Mardan Khan's sons, the eldest Muhammad 

Ali was left in Iran as hostage with Shah Safi. Shahjahan 

sent a letter to Shiah Safi's successor Shah Abbas II to 

2 

secure his release. But it is not known whether he was 

t 

ever sent to India, of the remaining four sons, Abdullah 

Beg and Ibrahim Beg flourished during the reigns of 

— — r — — . 

Shahjahan and Aurangzeb. Ismail Beg and Ishag Beg both 

reached only the ranks of 1,500/800 and died in the 

3 

battle of Samugarh. 

The person in this family who attained the highest 
position under Aurangzeb was Ibrahim Khan. He surpassed 
all of his kinsmen in terms of mansabs and offices. 

Under Shahjahan he had been promoted to the rank of 

4 

4000/3000 but was not entrusted with any independent 

1. Salih, III, pp. 247-48. 

2. Lahori, II, pp. 497-98. 

3. Ibid., p. 24 6; 1-1 . U . , 


II, p. 807 
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assignment. It was during the reign of Aurangzeb that as 

a reward of his valuable services in the war of succession, 

he was given rapid promotions and was raised to the rank 

of 6000/6000. 1 2 He remained g ubedar of various provinces 

one after the other except for a short interval of about 

four years during his entire term of fortyeight years' 

service under Aurangzeb. It is also significant that 

during this period he was appointed subedar of Kashmir 
2 

thrice. He got a fourth tenure there during Bahadur 
Shah I's reign. He died at Ibrahimabad Sodhra in Lahore 
in 1709. 3 4 5 6 

During his viceroyalty of Bengal (1690-99) his son 
Zabardast Khan was f aujdar of the chaklas of Burdwan, 
Jessore, Midnapur and Hugli and he defeated the self- 

- _ 4 

styled king Rahim Shah, a rebel Afghan of the region. 

In 1700 he was appointed subedar of Awadh and promoted 

5 

to the rank of 3000/2500. In 1705 he was appointed 
gubedar of Ajmer, being transferred from the faujdarl 
of Lakhi jungle.^ 


1. M.A. , p. 493; M.U. , 1(a), p. 299. 

2. Kazim, pp. 426-27; M.A . , p. 236; M, U . 1(a), pp. 298-99; 
also see M. Athar All's article op . c i t . . in Medieval 
India - A Miscellany , I, pp. 63-100. 

3. M.U . , 1(a), p. 300. 

4. Ghulam Husain Salim, Riyag-us S ala tin . (Eng. trans.) 
Abdus Salam, Delhi, Reprint" TgTSTpp. 234-35. 

5. M.A. , p. 397; M.U. . 1(a) . p.300. 

6. Ibid . , pp. 496-97; Ibid. 
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Ibrahim Khan's second son Yaqub Khan was deputed 
with him to Bengal and when he was transferred to 
Allahabad, Yaqub Khan was also transferred being appointed 
as f aujdar of Jaunpur. 1 in the reign of Bahadur Shah I 

he was granted the title of Ibrahim Khan and was appointed 

- 2 

deputy subedar of Lahore under Asaf-ud Daula. 

Fidai Khan, a third son of Ibrahim Khan is mentioned 
for the first time in the Ma'asir-i ‘Alamglr i being deputed 

in 1684 along with his father to Kashmir. There he was 

3 

engaged in a campaign against Tibet. 

Besides Ali Mardan Khan's family a large retinue 
of his trusted slaves and officers accompanied him and 
each one of them was awarded with a suitable rank and 

4 

office according to his experience. Among them the 

most prominent were Murshid Quli Khan (the famous d jwan 

- ' - 5 

of the Deccan) , Hussain Beg Khan Zig and Ali Beg Sultan. 

_ r — „ 

Hussain Beg Khan, Ali Mardan 1 s son-in-law, was 

separated from him and appointed Akhtabeqi (master of 

horse) in 1646 - a post which was granted to only very 

6 

trusted nobles. In 1648 he was appointed subedar of 

1 . M. A . , p. 387 . 

2. M. U . , 1(a), pp. 300-301. 

3 . M. A. , p . 2 3 6. 

4. Lahori, II, p. 124. 

5. Husain Beg Khan Zig and Ali Beg Sultan were his sons- 
in-law also. 

6. Lahori, II, p.492; Waris, p.36; Silih, II, pp. 434, 468; 
M.U., 1(b), p.592. 



Kashmir with the title of ' Kha n '. ^ in 1654 he was made 

_ 2 - 3 

f auj dar of Miyan-i Doab and in 1658 the Mir-i Tuzuk . 

In the battle of Samugarh he was a partisan of Dara 
Shukoh and was in charge of the royal artillery. But 

after Dara Shukoh' s flight he joined Aurangzeb and was 

_ 4 

appointed faujdar of Bangash in 1659. Here he remained 
till 1675 and was then transferred as faujdar to Jaunpur 

5 - r _ 

where he died in 1676. Of his sons Mirza Ataullah had 
a rank of 700 zat and Muhammad Aman was deputy subedar 
of Kabul and held the title of Nasir Khan. 6 In 1703 he 
was removed from the office and his rank was reduced as 

7 

punishment for certain offences. Another son-in-law of 

Ali Mardan Khan, Ali Beg Sultan was appointed deputy 

subedar of Kashmir soon after his arrival from Iran in 

8 

1638 and received a rank of 2000 zat . 

f — „ 

Among the servants of Ali Mardan j^jan who came 
along with him it was only Murshid Quli Khan who, on 

1. Waris, p.36; Salih, III, p.23; M.U . , 1(b), p.592. 

2. Ibid . , p.266; Ibid , p. 237; Ibid . 

3. Salih, III, p. 266; M.U. , 1(b), p.592. 

4. Kazim, p. 218; Ibid . , p. 593. 

5. M^A. , p.140; Ibid . 

6. M, U . , 1(b), p.593. 

7. M. A . , p.439; Cf. M^U . , III, pp. 833-35, where he is 
mentioned as $ ubedar of Kabul and not having been 
punished for any offence. 

8. Lahori, II, pp.170, 190-91; Sadiq Khan, f. 45(b). 



account of his personal experience and ability, could 

attain the rank of 3000/1,500 and the office of Diwan 

1 

towards the close of Shahjahan' s reign in 1658. He had 
also been previously appointed as diwan of the Punjab 
and Multan, Mir-i Atish , superintendent of elephant 

stables, faujdar of Kangrah foot hills, Afch tabeqi (master 

- - 2 

of the horse) and diwan of the Deccan by Shahjahan. 

In India f Ali Mardan ft]an established marriage 

relations with well reputed Iranian families. His son 

Ibrahim Khan married the daughter of Yahya, a son of 
3 

Saif Khan. Besides his two daughters who had been 

already married to Hussain Beg Khln and Ali Beg Sultan 

4 

respectively, he had two more daughters. One of them 

Sahibji was married to Amir Khan Mir Miran, the son of 

Khalilullah Khan Yazdi, a well-known family of Jahangir's 

time.^ The other daughter was married to Zahid Khan 

£ 

Koka's son Faizullah KhJn_. whose grand -daughter was 
married again in the family of ^Inayatullah Khan Kashmiri, 

7 

an important noble of Aurangzeb. 

1. Kazim, pp. 44, 54. 

2. Lahori, II, pp. 177, 230, 331, 362, 471, 688; 

Warig, pp. 67, 192, 235, 307-8; also Cf . §adiq Khan, 
ff . 86(b) , 90(b) . 

3. Waris, p.257. 

4. Salih, III, p.248. 

5. Tuz uk , p«l 50; M. U. , III, pp. 335-42 . See section (V) infr 

6. Waris, p.2 95, Zahid Kljan Koka's mother Huri Khanam 
nursed Princess Jahan Ara, the eldest daughter of 
Shahjahan. See M.U . , II, pp. 370-72, vol. Ill, pp. 28-30 

7. M. A . , pp. 479-80. For f Inayat ullah Khan's biogranhv 
see M.U. , II, pp. 828-32. 
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It is worth mentioning that Sahibji herself was 
a competent lady so much so that she ran the administra- 
tion of Kabul on her husband's behalf when he died 
without leaving an heir. She controlled the rebellious 

Afghans in the province to Aurangzeb's satisfaction till 

1 

the arrival of the new governor. 

As far as mangabs » held by the family, are 
concerned certain interesting facts emerge from our 
information. During the entire reign of Shahjahan it 

f _ __ _ 

appears that many members of Ali Mardan Khan's family 
and his companions were granted man? abs , and some of 
them were very rapidly promoted. But none of his sons, 
even Abdullah Beg and Ibrahim Reg, who held the ranks 
of 2,500/1,500 and 4000/3000 respectively in 1658, was 
assigned any independent office. They are generally 
found to be deputed with their father or at the most as 
auxiliaries in expeditions. The only exception is 

offered by Husain Beg Khan being appointed Afejit abeqi , 

- 2 

Mir-i-Tuzuk and gubedar of Kashmir and other offices. 

As regards r Ali Mardan Khan's personal promotions 
and his successive appointments, it appears that he was 

1. M«U . 1(a), pp. 284-85, 286-87. 

2. Lahori, II, p.49; Waris, p.36; Salih, III, p.266. 
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promised the highest possible rank and office as 
a reward of making over Qandahar to Shahjahan. This 
was inspite of his being vulnerable to suspicion, 
being a recent defector.^ The granting of the man ?ab 
of 4000/3000 to Ibrahim Khan apparently seems to be 
out of consideration for the fact that he was the 

r _ _ 

eldest and most favourite son of Ali Mardan Khan . 

It was he alone who under Aurangzeb also was promoted 

to 6000/6000; his son Muhammad Khalil Zabardast Khan 

2 

too obtained a rank of 3,500/3,500. Thus the line 
of the main promotions descended through Ibrahim Khan . 

The total ranks held by the family during the 
reign of Shahjahan and Aurangzeb was 23,700/13,700 
(500x2-3h) and 17,700/14,100 (500x2-3h) respectively. 

Besides being a military commander and a civil 
administrator Ali Mardan Khan was a great builder. 

The laying out of a number of gardens, sarais and 
residential buildings in Kashmir and Lahore are attri- 
buted to him. 

His buildings can broadly be classified into 
two types-private buildings such as personal mansions 

1. There was always an apprehension among the Irani 
nobles of Shahjahan that Ali Mardan Khan could not 
be loyal servant. See Z . Kh . , III, pp. 28-9. 


2 . 


M. A. , 


pp. 496-97. 
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( ftavells ) in Kashmir 1 2 3 4 and Peshawar and his own tomb 

at Lahore; and public works like canals, gardens and 

sarais . Construction of sarais in Kashmir was felt to 

be necessary by Ghahjahan owing to the obstructions of 

roads by heavy rain and snowfall during winter. Hence, 

sarais at every stage ( manzi 1 ) were constructed under 

the supervision of Ali Mardan Khan in order to provide 

places of refuge to travellers. In 1639 Naqdi Beg, an 

employee and apparently an architect of Ali Mardan Khan, 

was given the charge of repairing and widening roads 

through Kashmir^. Similarly, in 1646 when Ali Mardan 

Khan was subedar of Kabul the work was undertaken to 

3 

clean and level the hilly routes in Peshawar. As many 
as seven sarais are known to have been constructed 
by Ali Mardan Khan and the Hirapur road was repaired 

and developed in Kashmir during his governorship 

^ 4 

there . 

*Ali Mardan Khan also constructed a number of 

t — _ _ 

gardens both in Kashmir and Lahore. The Aliabad garden 


1. Pir Ghulam Hasan Khuihami, Tarikh-i-Hasan, Srinagar, 
1954, Vol. I, p.2^9. The Haveli was built of 
stone and furnished with fountains and springs. 

At Peshawar his haveli was constructed after 
the Iranian fashion which did not appeal to 
Ghahjahan. Lahorl, II, p.504^ Sadiq Khan. f.63(a). 

2. Lahorl. II, pp. 169-70. 

3. Sadiq Khan, f. 63(a). 

4. Tarikh-i Hasan , II, p.507. These were Sarai 
Khampur;. SarSi Shajahmarg; Sarai Bahram Gal la; 

Sarai Hirapur; Sarai Poshana; Sarai Sokhta and 
Sarai Thanna . 
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at village Til Bal in Kashmir was constructed in 

1654. This has beautiful buildings, strong walls, 

a 

a large canal and big pond with springs and 
fountains.^ At Lahore the Naulakha and the Shalamar 
gardens became important picnic resorts and particu- 
larly the latter had been a place of attraction for 

Iranis, Turanis and people from other parts of the 

2 _ _ _ 

world. The 3halamar was in fact a combination of 

seven gardens such as Anguri Bagh, r inayat Bagh, Faiz 

Bakhsh, Haya t Bakhsh, Farah Bakhsh, Mahtabi Bagh and 

GulabI Bagh. The plan of the whole garden was laid 

out in such a way that all the seven gardens were at 

a sloping ground having a large pond on the highest 

level. The water fell in short waterfalls through the 

3 

first garden to reach the lowest level of the garden. 
Towards the south of the garden there was a stone 
Ha mm am being divided into three parts the first and 
the second parts had two fountains; and the third had 

a tank and a bathroom witn facilities of cold and hot 

4 — — f — - — 

water. Sujan Rai tells us that "Ali Mardan Khan 

1. Tarlfcb-i ijasan , j, p. 300 . 

2. 3adiq Khan, f. 56(a). A garden 1 Gan j Ali Khan Bagh' 
in Qandahar named after his father suggests that 
construction of gardens had been a practice in 
his family. See Waris, pp. 79-8 5. 

3. Kanhiya Lai, Tarikh-i Lahore , Victoria Press 
Lahore, 1884, pp. 257, 354-59, 362-63; Cf. Muhammad 
Baqir, Lahore-Past and Present , Punjab University 
Press, Lahore, 1952, p.304. 

4. Tarikh-i Lahore , pp. 357-58. 
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renamed Sodhara (a town in the sarkar of Lahore) on 
the bank of river Chenab, as Ibrahimabad after the 
name of his son Ibrahim Khan . He laid out a garden 
(in Ibrahimabad) which could be favourably compared 
with Sha 1 am ar garden . He also constructed a number of 
beautiful buildings there. Six lacs of rupees were 
spent on the construction of buildings, garden and on 
digging of a canal to provide water to the garden. 

One village out of the villages of Sodhara was granted 
to Ali Mardan as a ltamqha for the up-keep of the garden 
and the city" 

The most important work undertaken by Ali 

Mardan Khan was the construction of a projected canal 

designed to bring water to Lahore from the hills at 

Raj pur near Nurpur, to the length of some 48V2 kurohs . 

The work was undertaken in 1639 to bring the water for 

the irrigation of land and Shalamar garden then being 

laid out by Khalilullah Mian and also to provide 

2 

abundance of water to the citizensof Lahore. The 
emperor advanced one lakh of rupees for the project but 
when in the 16th R.Y. the canal was completed it was 

1. Sujan Rai Bhandari, Kbula?at-ut Tawarikb , ed. Zafar 
Hasan, Delhi, 1918, p.74. 

2. Lahori, II, pp. 168-69, 233-34, 311-12, 315; 

Sadiq Khan, ff. 50(b); 56(a); Z . Kh . , III, p.28. 
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found that water could not reach the city. Another 
one lakh of rupees was advanced and Mulla Ala’ul Mulk 
Tuni Fazil Khan was assigned the project. He used 
only five kurohs length of Ali Mardan Khan’s canal 
and excavated a new length of 32 kurohs , so as to 
bring water finally to Lahore. 1 

f — _ __ 

Ali Mardan Khan built a market complex in 
Peshawar during his governorship. It was a roofed 
four-laned bazar. When Shahjahan visited the market 
he was so much impressed that he desired to send the 
same plan to Mukaramat Khan the officer-in-charge 
of Delhi fort under construction at that time to 
help him construct a market there on the same pattern. “ 

Significantly enough Ali Mardan Sian is found 
to have been maintaining some kark^anas in Lahore and 
Kashmir where goods such as carpets and shawls were 
manufactured. In the 30th R.Y. of Shahjahan (1657 A . D. ) 
on the occasion of the emperor's lunar weighing 
ceremony Ali Mardan Khan sent to the emperor fine 
merchandise including woolen carpets and shawls produced 
in his workshops. 3 

1 . Lahori, II, pp. 233, 315; Sadiq Khan, f. 56(a). 

2. Ibid , p.504; Ibid ., f.63(a). It also suggests that 
c Ali Mardan Khan was fond of adopting different 
architectural styles in his buildings. 

3. War is, p.373. 
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III . Khawaf is and Mcfmurls 
The Khawafls 

Khawafi means "coming from Khawaf", which is a 

_ _ 1 

district and town in Khurasan in eastern Persia. It 

lies between the district of Bikharz to the north and 

that of Qain to the south-west, adjacent to the modem 

Iran- Afghan is tan border along the south of the i.oad 

2 

running from Mashhad to that city. At the present time, 

Khawaf forms one of the five components ( baj&shs ) of the 

Shahrastan (fortified city) of Turbat-i Haydariyya in 

the us tan or province of Khurasan; and this administrative 

3 

division also includes Zawzan . Commenting on Khawaf 
and its people, during the reign of Akbar Amin Ahmad 
Razi, the author of Haft Iqlim , who was also a native 
of Iran, says that Khawaf has always been the ’mother 


1. Blochmann's note in Ain-i-Akbarl tr. Blochmann, 
vol. I, (second edition) Delhi 1965, p.493, 

Cf. G. Le Strange, Land of Eastern Caliphate , 

Cambridge, University Press, 1930, pp. 352, 357-58. 

2. The Encyclopaedia of Islam , New Edition, ed. E. Van 
Donzel, B. Lewis and Ch. Pellat, vol. IV, Leiden, 

1978, p.910. 

3. Ali Akbar, Loqhat-Name Dehkhod^ ,ed. Muhammad Moin 

and Syed Ja'afar Shahidi, No. 167, Letter Kh. Fascicule 
9, Tehran 1970, p.816; See also Encyclopaedia of Islam , 
op.cit. 




soil' of just and religious rulers, historians, shaikhs . 


f ulama 7 and beneficent wazirs . * Ihe author adds that they 

were all so ambitious and efficient in discharging their 

duties that wherever they went, they obtained distinction 

2 

and became favourites of their masters. The Al-muzaffar 

dynasty belonged to Khawaf and seven of its rulers had 

ruled in Fars and Shiraz for 59 years. He also gives an 

account of the leading Shaikhs and learned men of the 

time such as Shaikh Sanjan (Subhan) better known as 

Rukn-ud Din Muhammad, Shaikh Zain-ul Mi Hat wa-Aldin, 

and his grandson. Shaikh Zain Sadr who was one of the 

learned men of his age and was distinguished by his long 

service with Babur. Under Humayun, he was exalted to the 

3 

rank of an Amir . The author also names some important 
wazirs who served under Shah Rukh Mirzi, Babur Mirza, 

Abu Said Mirza and Sultan Husain Mirza. They were Khwaja 
Ghiyasuddin Pir Ahmad, Mirza Alaud Daulah, Mirza Sultan 
Muhammad and Khwaja Majd-ud Din. The last one, in the 
reign of Sultan Husain Mirzi, was elevated to such 
dignity that he put the seal on the royal orders and 

1. Haft Iglim , op.cit ., voi._ >, p.169. 

2. Ibid. 


3. Ibid . , p. 171; Cf. M.U. I, p.669 



"no 

mandates ( Abkam wa Manshurat )*. A number of other 

dignitaries, scholars and learned men from Khawaf are 

2 

also mentioned by him by name. 

A fourteenth century chronicler, Hamdullah 

Mustavfi Qazwini, writes that the people of Khawaf 

were of the Hanafite sect, law-abiding and very much 

attached to their faith. They were friendly to strangers, 

being given to charity? and they often made the 

3 

pilgrimage to Mecca. In the 17th century, the author 

of the gakhirat-ul Kb a wan In , states that formerly the 

people of JChawaf were known to be bigoted Sunnis. When 

Shah Abbas Safavl, in the beginning of his reign, came 

to Khawaf he forced them to recite tabarra (condemnation 

of the first three Caliphs) as is customary with Shlas, 

but they refused, for which many of them were punished. 

However, the Khawaf is later emerged as staunch Shias 

4 

just as they had formerly been bigoted Sunnis. Thus, 
it appears that religious persecution was initially 
severe in the area and quite possibly it drove some 

1. Haft Iqlim , p.173? Cf. M.U .. I, 669. 

2. Ibid. , pp. 174-76. 

3. Nuzhat-al Qulub , tr. G. Le Strange, London, 1919, 
P.152. 

4. Z . Kh . , vol. I, pp. 195-96, Cf. M.U . , vol. I, p.669. 
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KhawafiS to migrate. From Zainuddin ’.Vasafi, the author 

- — , , r — - _ r_ 

of Badai-ul waqaai , who was in Khurasan when Shah Ismail 
defeated Shaibani Khan, we learn that it was difficult 
even for Taf?ili sunnis to live freely in Khurasan. 1 

Shamsuddin Khawaf i, was also apparently a victim 

of such persecution. He was the son of Khwaja Alauddin, 

2 

a leading man of Khawaf. He came to India sometime 
in the reign of Akbar and became his protege. Soon he 
acquired a position of trust and, in 1595, he was 
appointed Diwan of Kabul. After some time he was made 
the Diwan of the Empire ( Diwan-i Kul ). In 1598, when 
after a stay of fourteen years in the Punjab, Akbar 
moved to Agra leaving behind the Begums and Prince 
Khurram at Lahore, Shamsuddin was made governor of Lahore 
(Punjab)^ He died at Lahore in 1599-1600. 4 In spite of 
his being trusted so highly, he never took advantage of 
it. He had a large family whose members acquired 
mangabs and commanded respect.^ After his death, the 

1. Zainuddin Mahmud Wasafi, Badai-ul Waqaa'i' , ed. Alexander 
Baldinor, Moscow, 1961, vol. I, pp.2, 3, 4, 19, 20. 

See also Afzal Husain, 'Growth of Irani Element in 
Akbar's Nobility', in P. I.H.C. . op.cit., p.168 and n 15. 

2. Z. Kh . , vol. I, p.195. 

3. A.N . Ill, p, 746. 

4. Ibid., p.772. 


5. I# p.195; .£LU. II, pp. 676-77 
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1 


charge of the exchequer of the Punjab was conferred 
upon his younger brother, Khwija Momin, again a man 
of good understanding of affairs. His son, Khwaja 
Abdul Khaliq, was, in the time of Jahangir, very 
intimate with Mirza Abul Hasan Asaf Khan. During Coup 
d' etat in 1625, Mahabat Khan killed him simply because 
of his intimacy with Asaf Khan. 1 

During the life-time of Khwaja Shamsuddin 
Khawafi, his brother-in-law, Mirak Kamaluddin, who was 
also from a leading family of Khawaf, alongwith his 
son, Mirak Husain, came to India and, apparently on 
the recommendation of Khwija Shamsuddin, became one 
of the chief servants of Akbar. In India, Mirak Kamalu- 
ddin married one of the daughters of the Saiyids of his 
native city, and had a son Mirak Ataullah. In Akbar 's 
time, he received a rank of 700 zat . He was first made 
bakfrshi of Ahdis at Kabul and later on was appointed 
diwan of Patna, where he died by the close of Stiahjahan's 
reign. His first son, Mirak Husain (who had accompanied 
him irom Khawaf) , distinguished himself during the reign 
of Jahangir and held high office. After Shahjahan's 
accession, he became diwan of the Deccan. From that 


1. Iqbal-nama, p.267 
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day this office is said to have been made hereditary 
in this family. 1 We find that up to the reign of Muhammad 
Shah, the descendants of this family were entrusted with 
this post. Mir Muhammad Husain Khan, a great grandson 
of MjLrak Moinuddln Aminat Khan, held the post in 1746? 
he also held the diwani of Asaf Jah's establishment. 2 

Mirza Arab Khawafi, a saiyid of Khawaf . came to 
India sometime in the reign of Jahangir and he was soon 
appointed waqia niqar-i huzur (Recorder of proceedings 
at the court) . Afterwards he was raised to the position 
of an Amir . He had two sons. The first, Mirza 
Shamsuddin was killed during his father's life by his 
own servant while he was engaged in whipping him. 3 The 
second, Mir Ahmad got important appointments and 
promotions during the time of Shahjahan and Aurangzeb. 

It is said that he was a favourite of Aurangzeb and 

during his reign Aurangzeb gave him the title of Mustafa 

- 4 

Kljan, his rank being raised to 3000/2000. He was also 

sent as an envoy to the countries of Balkh and Bukhara. 3 

1. 1MJ., I, pp. 258-68. 

2. Ibid . , II, pp. 79-80. 

3. Z. Kh . , II, pp. 356-57. 

4. Kazim, p.440. 

5 . M. A. , p.48. 



'JH 

His son was Mir Ahmad Mustafa Khan (the second) . For 
some time he was diwan of the household of Nizamul Mulk 
Asaf Jah. He was also appointed to the Deccan.* 

During the reign of Shahjahan and Aurangzeb, the 
names of a number of other families from Khawaf are also 

— * r — r_ _ 

recorded. They included those of Mir Askari Aqil Khan, 
Mir Abul Ma'ali, Mutamad Khan Muhammad Salih Khawafi, 
Shaikh Mir Kfiawafi, Inayat Khan Khawafi, Khwaja Mir 
Khawafi and Khwaja Jahan Khawif i . 1 2 3 

Among these families, those of Mir Abul Maali 
and Shaikh Mir Khawafi reached the zenith of their power 
and prestige under Aurangzeb. Members of these families 
enjoyed great confidence of the Emperor. A large number 
of their descendants continued in Mughal service up to 
the end of the reign of Muhammad Shah.* 

Thus, the number of Khawafis in the service of 
Mughal Emperors was considerable and particularly during 
Aurangzeb's reign their number was much higher than 
under the preceding regimes (see Chapter IV above) . 

1. Z, Kh . , II, p.357. 

2. For their biographies see M.U . I, pp. 748-49, 798-813; 
II, pp. 668-70, 742-46, 813-18, 821-23; III, pp. 510-11. 

3. See Genealogical Charts at the end of this section. 



This was perhaps because of this fact that Aurangzeb 
is said to have patronised the Khanazads*, and the 
Khawaf is belonged to the old families. 


Information regarding man sabs and important 
offices held by the Khawafi nobles in different years 
have been tabulated at the end of this section, in 
Appendices A and B. 


The table shows that during the reign of Shahjahan 

the Khawaf is already held some important offices. But 

their ranks were moderate. Kfcwaja Jahin Khawafi appears 

to be the highest man$abdar among them with the rank of 

2000/600 and Muzaffar Husain Fidai Khan, son of Mir 

Abul Maali Khawafi, held the rank of 1500/800. No other 

Khawafi is known to have been given the rank of 1000 zat 

_ -2 

and above during the entire reign of Shahjahan. it is 
quite significant that from Akbar to Shahjahan no Khawafi 


1. An interesting event can be cited in this connection. 
One day when Amanat Khan (the second) Khawafi along 
with his son entered the imperial enclosure ( sara 
pardah ) in the court, an attendant ( chobdar ) seized 
the son's hand and kept him back. Amanat Khan in his 
wrath seized the chobdar and brought him to the King 
and said, 'If the KbSnazads are to be insulted by 
such people, what expectation have they of fame and 
honour in the King's service ?’ The King out of respect 
dismissed the whole of the guard for that day ( M.U. 

I, pp. 287-288) . 

2. See the list of Khawafi nobles under Shahjahan in 
Appendix-A. The list has been compiled on the basis 
of M.Athar Ali's Apparatus (op.cit.) and supplemented 
by Maaslr-ul Umara 1 . The numbers with the initial 
letter 'S' in the second bracket under each entry 

are the serial numbers given in the Apparatus . Figures 
in the first bracket on the other hand shows the years 
of that entry. Athar Ali has wrongly identified Muzaffar 
Husain, the son of Mir Abul Maali Khawafi, as Tur3ni. 



was ever given the office of subedar , whereas under 
Aurangzeb not less than thirteen governorships of 
important provinces were held by the members of different 
Khawaf i families. 1 

As we have seen, the office of diwan of the Deccan 
was made hereditary in the family of Mirak Husain Khawafi 
during the reign of Shahjahan; this is corroborated 
by our table which reveals that most of the tire the 

2 

members of this family were entrusted with this post. 

Under Shahjahan, a number of Khawaf is were also appointed 

as bakhshis . 'Thus, we find that Mirak Ataullah, a son 

of Mirak Kamal, was bakhshi of abdls in Kabul. Mirak 

Molnuddln Amanat Khan was, at first bakhshi and waql'a 

nawis of Ajmer and then of Multan. Mir Ahmad Mustafa 

Khan, son of Mir Arab Khawafi, was bakhshi of Lucknow, 

the second bakhshi of prince Aurangzeb in the Deccan was 

Aqil Khan Mir Askari Khawifi who held the same post 

3 

when Aurangzeb became Emperor. 

It appears from the list of Khawaf i nobles under 
Aurangzeb (See Appendix-B) that many Khawaf is held ranks 

1. See . Appendix-B Khawaf i nobles under_Aurangzeb. These 
lists have been compiled from r &lamqirnama (Kazim) 
Maa^ir-i-Alamqiri ( M. A. ) and Ma'asir-ul Umara ( M.U. ) . 

2. Mir Muhammad Husain Khan the son of Mir Abdul Qadir 
Dianat Kban_was diwan of the Deccan in the reign of 
Muhammad Shah (See M.U . II, pp. 79-80). 

3. See Appendix - A and B and also their biographies in 
the M.U. under each individual. 
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of 1000 zat and above. Shaikh Mir Khawaf i was given the 
man gab of 5000/5000 in 1657-58 and his brother Saiyid 
Amir Khan in 1662-63. Khan-i Jahan Bahadur Zafar Jang 
held the rank of 7000/7000 in 1675-76 and his son, 
Sipahdar Khan 5000/3500 in 1706. Khafi Khan rightly 
remarks that the Khawaf is prospered more in the reign 
of Aurangzeb than in the reign of any preceding Mughal 
Emperor. * 

It may be pointed out that during Aurangzeb 1 s 
reign the families of Mirak Moinuddin Amanat Whan, Shaikh 
Mir and Khan-i Jahan Bahadur Zafar Jang Kokaltash were 
the most prominent. The office of Pi wan of Deccan 
was filled successively by members of Amanat Khan's 
family. Amanat Khan was governor of Kabul and his son 
Mir Husain Amanat Khan II was governor of Aurangabad. 

A number of other posts such as dlwan-i Khaliga , diwan-i 
buyutat , Mutagaddl of the port of Surat, Buyutat-i Rikab , 
and Daftardar-i tan were also in the hands of this 
family. 

Shaijch Mir Khawaf i was one of the most important 
officers of Aurangzeb . He died fighting for his master 
during the war of succession in the battle of Deorai 


1. K.K. II, p. 72 . 



against Dara Shukoh. He had the rank of 5000/5000 (2-3h) 
in 1658. 1 After his death, Aurangzeb is said to have 
extended much patronage to the members of his family. 

His younger brother, Saiyid Amir Khan, was appointed 
glladar of Delhi with the rank of 2000/1500 in 1658, 2 
this was raised later to 4000/3000 in 1659. In 1662-63, 

his rank was further increased to 5000/5000 (1000x2-3h). 

- - 3 - 

He was appointed gubedar of Kabul. Shaikh Mir's sons, 

Mir Ibrahim and Mir Muhammad Yaqub, were also given ranks 

of 1000/400 and 1000/150 respectively. The former was 

4 

promoted to the rank of 2000/2000 in 1701. 

The family of Mir M&iik Husain Khan-i Jahan 
Kokaltash was apparently the highest and most respected 
family. As his mother had breast-fed prince Aurangzeb, 

Mir Malik Husain and his brother Mir Muzaffar Husain 
were raised to high ranks and became Amirs . ** The 
latter held the rank of 4000/4000 and the office of 
Mir Atish .^ Mian Jahan became the highest-ranking Khawafi 

1. Kazim, pp. 156-57. 

2. Ibid . , p.158. 

3. Ibid ., pp .345, 661, 842; M.A. , pp.38, 71. 

4. Ibid . , pp.345, 661, 856? M.A . , p.440. 

5. For their biographical details see M.U . I, pp. 798-813. 

6. Kazim, pp.202, 634, 847, 1061. 
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officer and obtained governorships of various provinces. 

In 1657-58, his rank was 1000/500 which was raised to 

5000/5000 in 1658-59. He was twice appointed subedar of 

Allahabad (viz. in 1666 and in 1690). In 1674, he was 

again promoted and his rank was increased to 6000/6000 

(2-3h) and was also appointed governor of the Deccan. 

He was also awarded the insignia of Mahi-o-Marat lb . In 

1675-76, he was again promoted to 7000/7000.* His eldest 

son Muhammad Hasan Muzaffar Khan, later Himmat Khan, 

was given the rank of 2500/2200 in 1687 and was appointed 

subedar of Allahabad. In the same year, his second son, 

Muhammad Husain NJsirl Khan, later Sipahdar Khan, was 

_ 2 

appointed subedar of Lahore. In 1694, he was promoted 

to the rank of 3000/3000 and appointed subedar of Allahabad. 

In 1705, he was given promotion and his rank was raised 

to 4000/3500. Next year (1706), he was again promoted 

and received the rank of 5000/3500. ^ A number of other 

descendants of this family were in the Mughal service 

- 4 

till Muhammad Shah's reign. 

Besides these large Khawafi families, there were 
a number of small ones too. There were many individuals 
whose family relations could not be traced. They were 

1. MjA. pp. 168, 172, 176, 381, 390. 

2. Ibid . , p.283; Cf . M.U . Ill, p.950 gives Deccan. 

3. Ibid ., pp .241, 273, 283, 365, 379, 481, 496. See also 
Append ix-B . 

4. See M.U. Ill, 949-51. 
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‘iniyat Khan Khawafi, who was a mansabdar of 1000/100 

and dlwan of Khalisa. His son-in-law, Padshah Quli 

_ _ <•_ 

Tahawwur Khan, was fauj dar of Ajmer in 1679, Aqil Khan 

Mir Askari, the son of Mir Muhammad Taqi, held the man sab 

of 1500/500 in 1658-50, and by 1666 he reached that of 

2500/700, In 1681, he was appointed subedar of Delhi. 1 

Mir Ahmad Mustafa” Khan Khawafi was a man gab dar of 3000/ 

2000 and Qi lft dar of Gandikota in Karnatak in 1659, 2 

3 

In 1660 he was appointed Mutagaddi of Surat port and 

- - 4 

was sent as an envoy to Balkh and Bukhara in 1664. 

Khawaja Mir Khawafi Sal aba t Khan and his son Tahawwur 
Khan (Fidai Khan) were also important officers under 
Aurangzeb. Besides holding a number of offices such as 
those of Mir Tuzuk , governor of Awadh, Darogba of 
f iljsfaana (elephant stable), topkhana and khas chauki ? 
Salabat JQian was also twice appointed as Mir Atish . 

While his son Fidai Khan was made f au j dar of Saharanpur 
and Darogha of Qurkhana . ^ In 1659, another individual 

1. See Appendix A and B. 

2. Kazim, p.440; M, A . p.28. 

3. Kazim, p.471. 

4. M. A . , p,48. 

5. See Appendix B. For the biographical details of all 
these nobles see M. : J. under each individual. 
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1 


Khawafi noble, Mir Rustam Khawafi appears to have been 
promoted to the rank of 1500/1000. In 1666-67 he was 
appointed f au jdar and Qarawalbegi of Baroda.* 

To sum up, whatever might have been the causes of 
their migration, the Khawafis were at par with other 
sections of the nobility, though none of the Khawafi 
families was so politically dominant as the family. of 
I'timad-ud Daula was. Appendices A and B clearly show 
that many important central posts such as Mir Atish , 

Mir Tuzuk , Darogha-i Topkbana , second Bakhshi , and 
Bakhshi of Ahdis ; and faujdaris of various sarkars and 
Qilqdaris of many important forts were entrusted to them. 
It also appears that they were quite successful in the 
discharge of their services in the provinces. Important 
provinces such as Kabul, Lahore, Gujarat, Bengal and 
the Deccan were some time or the other put under their 
charge. They also held DiwanI offices. Perhaps the 
Khawaf is were considered very honest and competent in 
the affairs of revenue in those days. 


1. Kazim, pp.399, 986 
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The Ma'muris 


One name which occurs throughout the 17th century 

is _ _ 

taut has eluded detailed scholarly scrutiny /M^muri. In this 
section the fortunes of individual Mamuris, and their 
internal relationships are explored, with a view to 
discovering the degree of continuity of rank and influence 
in this particular case. Since the Mamuris were largely 
medium- ran king officials the information in them has large 
gaps. 


In the biography of Mir Abdur Razzaq Mu^affar 

Ktjan Mamuri, the author of Ma'agir-ul Umara ' states that 

he was a true Saiyid of Ma'murabad, a village in the 

vicinity of Najaf. 1 This is a more reasonable ascription 

of their native place than the one suggested by the 

modern translator of the Ma f asir-ul Umara *, that the place 

of origin of the Mamuris was a place called Mamura near 
2 _ 

Kabul. Quite obviously Shahnawaz Kban in the 18th 
century was in a fairly good position to know of the 
origin of the Mamuris and his statement may be safely 


1. M.U . , vol. Ill, p.376. No place called Ma'murabad 
is mentioned in Haft Iqllm op.cit. or the Raugat-us 
Safa , a comprehensive history of Iran by Mir Kb wand? 
nor is it mentioned in Le Strange's The Lands of 
the Eastern Caliphate , op.cit. Mamuria - a village 
in the city of JCjurram Shahr and a village of the 
same name in the city of Nishapur are mentioned in 
Farhang-i Juqbraf iya-i Irln , Vols. 6 and 9 respectively. 
These references are corroborated by Loqfaat Name 
Dahkhoda , op.cit.. Latter 'M' p.760. 

2. M.U. , tr. H. Beveridge, Reprint, Patna 1979, vol. I, 
p.269; he cites Elliot and Dowson's History of India , 
etc , vol. V, p.316. 



accepted. No connection between Kabul and the Mamurls 
is, in any case, recorded. 

The Mamurls, were, therefore, Iranis, and indeed 

like the bulk of the Irani nobility, they seem to have 

appeared for the first time during the reign of Akbar. 

The first name which we get is that of Mir Abdur Razzaq 

Mamuri . Though the Maa sir-ul Uma ra' * mentions that his 

ancestors had migrated to India^, we do not find record 

of any earlier member of the family living or serving in 

India. The first reference to Abdur Razzaq Ma’muri 

himself occurs when in June 1586 Qasim Khan led an 

expedition into Kashmir, and Mir Abdur Razzaq Ma’muri 

2 

was posted with him. In October, 1586 when the imperial 
forces met with a reverse, Qasim Khan sent Mir Abdur 

_ 3 

Razzaq and others in the vanguard. In the same year 

Akbar is said to have introduced certain reforms in the 

administration and dual appointments were made to provin- 

— r _ t _ - 

cial offices. Mir Abdur Razzaq Mamuri was appointed 
bakbshl of guba Bihar with Rai Patar Das as its diwan . 


l.MJJ., Ill, 

p.376. 

2. A.N. / III, p.496 . 

3. Ibid., 

p. 506. 

4. Ibid., 

p. 51 1. 


4 



In 1592, after the rebellion of Muzaffar Shah Gujarati, 


— r — — 1 
Mir Abdur Razzaq was appointed as Bakhshi of Gujarat. 

•• r — > 

In 1593 he was put under surveillance by Mirza Aziz Koka 
before the latter's escape to Hijaz via port Bilawal 

r -2 

which was in the jurisdiction of Mir Abdur Razzaq. 

In 1596 Mir Abdur Razzaq Mamuri was sent with 
Qulij Kh an to join Qasim Khan in operations against the 

3 

Raushaniyas and his good service received notice. He also 

f 

served with Shaikh Farid Bukhari in Bengal for a long 
time as Bakhshi . When Raja Man Singh, gubedar of Bengal, 
was ordered to lead an expedition against Mewar, there 

— r _ r _ „ 

was some disturbance in Bengal. Mir Abdur Razzaq Mamuri 
was arrested by Masum and Qutlu Lohani, the leaders of 
the rebellion, in or about 1601. Thanks to the timely 
return of Raja Man Singh who dispersed the rebels and 
further by the chance that the executioner who was 
deputed to kill the Mir was shot dead, his life was 
saved. Afterwards, he went to the court and received 

4 

royal favours. 

The Tuzuk suggests that he was imperial Bakhshi 
at the time of Akbar's death. Jahangir refers to his 

1. A.N. .Ill, p. 6 9 9. 

2. Ibid . , p.638. 

3. Ibid . , pp.702, 703. 


4. Ibid . , III, pp. 786-87; Z.Kh . I, p.206; M.U . Ill, pp. 
376-77. 



'! / r i 

•J t <) 


earlier defection from his own service but the details 

r _ 

of the service Abdur Razzaq performed with Prince Salim 
are not available. Inspite of his defection Jahangir now 
confirmed him in his post, and granted him the title of 
Muzaffar Fhan. He was appointed as second Bakhshi along 
with Khwaja Jahan. In this service he distinguished 

himself, 1 2 3 After some time he was appointed Bakhshi of Prince 

2 ~ - 3 

Parvez and later on Bakhshi of the court ( Bakhshi-i Huzur ) . 

In 1609 Muzaffar Khan Mamuri was sent to direct the 

mansabdars of the army serving in Mewar that they should 

r ~ 

obey the orders of Abdullah Mian, who had replaced 

- -4 

Kahabat Khan. 

For some time in 1612, Muzaffar Khan Mamuri was 
given the charge of the revenue department in Thatta. 

On the basis of past and current realization, he determined 
the jama' dam! and also assigned jaqirs to Mirza Rustam 
Safavi, the newly appointed subedar and his dependants. ^ 

In 1616-17 he was appointed subedar of Thatta and his 

1. Tuzuk , p.6. He seems first to have joined Prince Salim's 
service, but left it "without cause for reason" for that 

of Akbar; Z.Kh . pp. 205-7; MjU. Ill, 377-78. 

2. Tuzuk , p.7. 

3. Ibid . , p.39. 

4 * ibid . , p.74. 

5 * Ibid ., pp. 110, 111; Z.Kh ., Vol. I, pp. 206-207; Vol. II, 
pp. 24, 211, 391; M.U. Ill, p.378. 



rank was raised to 2500/1000.^ In 1620-21 he was made 

2 

governor of Agra and in 1622-23 was assigned the high 

- 3 - 

office of Mir Bakbshi . During the last days of Jahangir's 

_ 4 _ _ 

reign he was appointed gubedar of Malwa. After Jahangir's 
death, Khan Jahan Lodi marching northwards from the Deccan 
seized Malwa from Muzaffar Khan Mamuri.^ After his 
accession Shahjaheui assigned Malwa to Khan Zaman, son of 
Mahabat Khan, and Muzaffar Khan Ma r muri was obliged to 
live in retirement in the capital. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 It is not known when 
he died. 

Mir Abdul Wahab, a younger brother of Mir Abdur 

- f - - 7 

Razzaq, was a poet and his pen-name was Inayati . Under 

Jahangir he was made Bakhshi of Qandahar and afterwards, 

when Prince Dawar Bakbsh was appointed gubedar of Gujarat, 

. Q 

he was made Bakhshi of Gujarat. He died there. 


1. Tuzuk , pp.156, 234. 

2. Ibid ., p.337. 

3. Ibid . , p.361. 

4. Qazwini, f. 131(b); M.U . Ill, p.378. 

5. Lahori 1(a), pp.76, 82. 

6. Ibid . , pp. 126, 427. 

7. M.U. I, p.140. 


8. Z.Kh . II, p.304; M^U . I, p.140. 



r; 7 

— r _ r — — 

Mir Abdul Wahab's son Asad Khan Mamuri served in 

Thatta with, his uncle Muza f far Khan Mamuri. Since Asad 

Khan loved soldierly display he is said to have employed 

a large number of Arghun and Tarkhan youths whom he always 

kept around him at Thatta.* When Prince Parwez went with 

Mahabat Khan, in pursuit of Prince Shahjahan, Asad Khan 

was posted with him. Mahabat Khan, after coming to 

Burhanpur, put him in charge of Ellichpur. In the war 
c_ _ - f 

between Adil Shahi commander and Malik Ambar, in 1624 

- — r - — 

he went to reinforce Mulla Lari, the Adil Shahi general, 
along with other officers and mangabdars . .hen the Adil 
Shahis were defeated at Bhatwadi, Asad Khan escaped from 
the battle field and reached Burhanpur. '//hen Shahjahan 
returned from Bengal and besieged Burhanpur, Asad Khan 
helped Rao Ratan in defending the city* As a reward 

of this he was promoted to the post of Bakhshi of the 

^ 2 
Deccan. 

When Khan Jahan Lodi, after the death of Prince 
Parwez, was appointed sube dar of the Deccan, he used to 
get up in honour of Aqa Af?al Fazil Khan, who was diwan 
of the Deccan, but did not rise for Asad Khan Mamuri. 

Asad Khan is said to have been displeased, since he was 

1 , Z.Kh . II, p.275. 

2. M.U. I, p.140. 
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very conscious of his own status as a Saiyid. 


Badshah Nama implies that he held the rank of 2500/1500 


2 


at the time of Jahangir's death. 


In the beginning of Shahjahan's reign Asad Khan 

was recalled and came to court, bringing with him 14 

3 - - 

elephants as peshkash . Shahjahan overlooked his active 
part in the defence of Burhanpur, and in 1629 appointed 
him faujdar of Lakhi Jungle with an increase of 500 zat , 
whereby his rank was raised to 2500/1500. 4 In 1632, 
while holding the rank of 3000/1500 he died at Lahore 6 . 

According to the gakhirat-ul Khawanln a son of Asad Khan 

r - - r 

Mamuri was killed in a Skirmish between Abdullah Khan 

Firoz Jang and the Rana in the 4th regnal year of Jahangir. 6 


Another Mamuri officer noticed during Jahangir's 
reign is Mir Abdul Karim Mamuri. It seems that he was a 
noted architect. In 1615 he was sent to Mandu with orders 


1. Z. Kh . II, p.275; M.U . I, p.141. 

2. Lahori, 1(a), p.183; This rank was confirmed later by 
Shahjahan. 

3. Ibid ., p.197; M.U, I, p.141. 

4. Ibid . , p.288; but this seems to be a mistake of the 
scribe. In 1627 his rank is mentioned 2500/1500. After 
an increase of 500 gat it should be 3000/1500 which is 
given in the decinnial list. Cf. M.U . I, pp. 141-42 
gives 2500/2500, which also seems to be a slip. 


5. Lahori 1(a), pp. 20 ', 307; Z.Kh . II, pp. 275-76. 

6. Z.Kh . II, p. 68 . 



to construct new buildings for imperial use and to repair 
the buildings of the previous sultans.^ - In about a year, 

Mir Abdul Karim got some old buildings repaired and a few 
new ones constructed. Besides, he constructed in the 

2 

city a whole new building on which Rs.3 lakhs were spent. 

When the Bmperor visited these buildings he granted to 

Mir Abdul Karim the rank of 800/400 and the title of 
( 3 

Mamur Khan. He is also said to have constructed buildings 

at Lahore at an expense of Rs.7 lakhs in 1620. The famous 

poet and historian Chandra Bhan Brahman was in his 

4 

service at Lahore. 

It seems that at the death of Jahangir, Mir Abdul 

Karim was appointed diwan of the Punjab, he was replaced 

- - - 5 

in 1631 by Hakim Jamala-i Kashi. In 1663 he was appointed 
Daroqjja-i Imarat (Superintendent of buildings) of Agra. 6 

7 

In 1634 he was promoted to the rank of 1000/200. In 1638 

g 

he was given promotion to 1500/200. He was employed in 


1. 

Tuzuk, 

P.137. 

2. 

Ibid., 

pp. 179-180. 

3. 

Ibid., 

p.182. 

4. 

Salih 
» * 

Ill, pp.434, 443. 

5. 

Lahori 

1(a), p.407. 

6. 

Ibid. , 

p.474; 1(b), p. 76. 

7. 

Ibid., 

pp. 2-3, 311. 

8. 

Ibid., 

II, pp. 103, 732. 
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the construction of the Tij Mahal, along with Mulla 

Mursnid Shirazi Makarmat Khan. 1 2 3 4 In 1655 he is mentioned 

as holding four posts, Bakhshi , Waqia nawls , Daroqfra of 

buildings and Mir Bahr of Agra, In these posts he was 

* 2 

replaced by Muttalib, son of Mutamad Khan, 

An officer of the same clan who rose to prominense 
during the reign of Shiah jahan was Mir Abul Fazl Maimuri. 

The author of Zakhiratul Kh a wan In knew him and praises his 
generosity and obliging nature. He held a high status in 
the Deccan, He received favours from Prince Aurangzeb 
during the latter’s viceroyalty of the Deccan, When the 
betrothal of Prince Muhammad Sultan with the daughter of 
Qutb Shah was being arranged in 1656 and Qutb Shah's 
mother wished to see the prince, Aurangzeb sent Mir 
Abul Fazl and others to receive and escort her. 3 Towards 
the close of Shah jahan' s reign he held the rank of 
500/200. 4 

In 1658 when Aurangzeb marched northwards to claim 
the throne, Mir Abul Fazl Ma r muri was promoted to the rank 

1. Lahori, II, p.330- 

2. Ibid ., p.491 , 

3. Sadiq Khan, ff .93 (a)- (b) ; K, K . I, p.747. 

4. Salih, III, p.484; M,0 . Ill, pp. 503-504. 



of 1000/400. 1 In the battle of Dharmat he served in 
the Vanguard with Prince Muhammad Sultan and Najabat 
Khan. After the battle he was granted the title of 
Mamur Khan and promotion to the rank of 1500/500. In 
the battle of Samugarh he was again placed in the vanguard 
under the same generals.^ 

It is said that when Najabat Khin subsequently 
showed some presumption, Aurangzeb sent Mir Abul Fazl 
Mamuri who was a very good friend of his to bring him 
to the court. But his persuations were unsuccessful and 
Najabat Khan spok scornfully of the rmperor. Then afraid 
of his conduct being reported, Najabat Khan murdered 
Abul Fazl and had his corpse thrown outside. Yet Najabat 
Khan was only deprived of hi s rank and title, no other 

4 

punishment was awarded to him. 


1. Kazim, p.53. 

2. Ibid . , pp.62, 77; M.U . II, p.504. 

3. Ibid ., p.93. 

4. M.U . ,111, pp. 505-506. The murder is obliquely referred 
to in Alamqlr Nama, on p.230 where Najabat Khan is said 

to_have been deprived of his rank, jagir , the high title 
Khan-i i^janan SipahsSlar and the honour of coming to 
the court for the serious crime ( Taggir-i f aglm ) . 

However, Sadiq Khan Mamuri gives another version. He 
gives the name of the murdered man as Mir Khawafi 
(Sadiq Khan, ff. 101(b), 104(a) ). One can not say 
where the truth lies. In any case, Mir Abul Fazl Mamuri I 
is not heard of_again. The possibility cannot be 
ignored that by Mir Khawafi, Sadiq i<Tian meant Abul Fazl 
Mamuri, There is some suggestions of close ties between 
M^muris and KVjawafls, which we shall comment on later. 
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Mir Abul Fazl was survived by a son Mir Abdullah 
who was a master calligraphist . For some time he served 
as Bakhshi of the army of Firoz Jang. Mir Abdullah's two 
children are also noticed: a son who owing to unemployment 
became a darwes'n and a daughter who was married to Jaafar 

f — _ — 1 r ' — — 

All Khan Khurasani. Jaafar Ali Khan had earlier acquired 

fame as a son-in-law of Hatim Beg Kifayat Khan. He had 

served under Aurangzeb as dlwan of Bijapur, of Haiderabad 

and of Bihar and for sometime as Bafrbshi of the army of 

Ghaziuddin Khan Firoz Jang. He died at the beginning of 

Muha-nmad Shah's reign. Nothing is known about the other 
__ ^ 2 

children of Mir Abul Fazl Mamuri. But his sister had 
many children. One of her grand children was Fakhruddin 
Ali Khan. Fakhruddin Ali's father Mir Abul Fath resigned 
imperial service and took to commerce and oversea trade 
at Cuttack in Orissa. ^ This is one of the rare instances 
where trade could entice away a member of the Mughal 
nobi lity. 

Fakhruddin All himself was said to be an 
intelligent and enterprising man but not favoured by 
fortune. He was appointed Bakhshi and waqia nawis of 
Sangamner in the Deccan during Aurangzeb' s reign. In the 

1. This marriage reinforces the belief that the 
MaWIris were Iranis. 

2. M.U . Ill, p.506. 

3. Ibid., p.507. 
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reign of Bahadur Shah I he was appointed Qilqdar of Surat. 

He was dismissed in the reign of Farrukh Siyar. When 
Husain All Khan Amir-ul Umara' came to the Deccan in 1715, 
on account of his old acquaintance with his family, 

r - _ 2 

Fakhruddin Ali was appointed faujdar of Bijagarh. 

In 1724 when Mubariz Khan was appointed gubedar 

of the Deccan, he appointed him as governor of Berar. He 

d\ed about the time Nizamul Mulk overthrew Mubariz Mian. 

Shahnawaz Khan, the author of Maagir-ul Umara ', says that 

3 

the Mir was closely related to him. The relationship is, 
however, not described; Shahnawaz Khan was himself an 
Irani, being a Khawafi. 

In the account of 1659 the Alamqimama m entions 

Isfandyar Kh an Mamuri as commander of Prince Shuja’s 

4 - 

vanguard in battle against Mir Jumla. After Shuja’s defeat, 
as the prince retreated to Akbarnagar he ordered 

Isfandyar Khan to build an entrenchment.^ In 1660 the 

— — — 6 
latter was sent to Dunapur to check the imperial forces. 

1. M.U . Ill, p.507. 

2. Cf. K. K. II, p.852 calls it sarkar Khargaon. 

3. M.U . Ill, pp. 507-508. 

4. Kazim, p.251. 

5. Ibid. , pp. 496-97. 


6. Ibid. , p. 504 
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In the battle of Tanda, Isfandyar Khan Mamuri commanded 

the rearguard and sustained serious injuries. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 When at 

— ( - - 
last Shah Shuja fled to Assam# Isfandyar Khan surrendered 

2 

to Mir Jumla in 1661. He was apparently accepted in 

service. He was appointed faujdar of Khairabad.^ According 

to the Tarikb-i Muhammad! , he was given the title of 
( _ 4 

Mamur Khan. In 1684 after some success in an engagement 
Mamur Kh an who had now got the title of Dilir Khan, was 

_ 5 

granted a robe of honour, a f arman , a tugh and a banner. 

Isfandyar Khan Mamuri had a son, Muhammad Yar 
Khan who was given his father's title Mamur Khan in 1684 .^ 
In 16 92 Muhammad Yar Mamur Khan was appointed fau j dar of 
Bir being transferred from Aurangabad. He was also given 
a promotion of 400 sawar and thus his rank was raised to 

7 

1500/800. in 1701 he is mentioned to have been removed 

1. Kazim, p.523; Sadiq Khan, ff.H2(a), 114(b). 

2. Ibi d. , pp. 554-5. 

3. Ibid . , p.863. 

4. T. M . op.cit. p.12. 

5. M.A ., p.240. 

6. Ibid . , p.243. 


7. Ibid ., p. 347 
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He died in the 


from the f auj dari of Karnatak Bijapur. 

_ 2 
same year, as subedar of Bijapur. 

Two more Mamuri officials of Shahjahan's reign 
namely Muhammad Sadiq holding (supposedly) the title 
Sadiq Whan Ma f muri and Mir Abul Fazl Mamuri pose a problem 
for the historian to resolve. They were themselves 
historians whose respective histories of the reigns of 
Shahjahan and Aurangzeb were freely plagiarised by Khafi 
Khan . The account of Shahjahan's reign was written by 
Sadiq Khan, while from the 2nd R.Y. of Aurangzeb 's reign 
till his death the work was compiled by Abul Fazl Mamuri. 

The exact relationship between the two authors 

is not known. Sadiq Kfcan has given the names of his family 

members, such as his uncle Mir Muhammad Khan who along 

with his two sons received wounds in the war of succession. 

Another uncle Baqi Khan was appointed subedar of Agra in 
4 , 

1648. He also claims that Jaafar Khan the well known 
wazir of the early years of Aurangzeb and a member of the 
house of Itimad-ud Daula was an uncle of his. 1 2 3 4 5 This amounts 


1. M.A ., p.441 . 

2. T.M ., p.12. 

3. Sadiq Khan, ff. 9(b), 10(a). 

4. Ibid., f. 79(b). 


5. Ibid., ff. 100(a), 102(b) 
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to a claim that Sadiq Khan was related to Nur Jahan's 
family by marriage. Here, again, it may be noted, kinship 
is claimed with the most eminent Irani family. 

Sadiq Khan offers certain details about himself. 

He was appointed waqa'i' nawis of Prince Shahjahan's army 
during the expedition against the Rana of Mewar (1614). 1 
After Shahjahan's accession he was made Sakhshi . " in the 
4th R.Y. (1631) he was appointed superintendent of Sinusal 
(Chan a . In 1642 he was appointed Diwan of Tan , vice Rai 

Mukand Das. 4 In 1647 he was promoted to 6000/6030. ^ The 
other particulars cannot be confirmed; but the last is 
sheer invention. No man$abdar of 6,000 zat of the name of 
Sadiq Khan Mamuri is recorded by Lahori or wiris. It seems 
that for some reason Sadiq Khan was given misleading 
particulars either for self-glorification or possibly 
to escape identification. In this case even the name Sadie 
Khan may be dubious. 

It may well be that this was because Sadiq Khun 
was not sympathetic to Aurangzeb's cause. In 25th R.Y. 

1. Sadiq Moan, f.2(b). 

2 . Ibid . , f f . 4 (b) -5 (a) . 

3. Ibid ., f . 22 (b) . 

4 . Ibid. , f . 56 (a) . 


5. Ibid., f .76 (b) . 
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(1651) he says, he was appointed 'Waqai Niqar of the four 

provinces of the Deccan.' 1 2 3 ' But he had returned to Agra 

before the War of Succession. When Aurangzeb arrived near 

Dholpur, Shahjahan wanted to lead the army personally and 

for that orders were sent to Dara through Sadiq Khan; but 

2 

the Prince did not agree. Sadiq Khan and his uhcle 

“ - 3 

Mir Muhammad Khan sustained severe injuries in the battle . 

After Aurangzeb 's accession he was removed from 

the post of Waqi'a nawis of Agra and detained at the 

court. 4 5 In the 29th R.Y. 1687 Mir Abul Fazl Ma'muri 

mentions him as alive, being involved in a suspected 

r 5 

conspiracy with Prince Muazzam. This makes Sadiq 
Khan's career even more of a puzzle giving him a career 
right from 1614 to 1687. Obviously, there is some 
enormous blunder deception somewhere here. 

Mir Abul Fazl Ma'muri who continued the compilation 
was certainly not the same Abul Fazl who had served in 
the Deccan during Shahjahan 's time (see above). 


1. Sadiq Khan, f.86(b). 

2. Ibid./ f . 98 (a) . 

3. Ibid ., f . 98 (b) . 

4. Ibid., f . 100 (b) . 


5. Ibid., f. 168(b). 



In the 6th R.Y. 1662 A.D. Mir Abul Fazl Ma'muri 
describes Shaista Khan * s Deccan campaign on the testimony 
of the narration of his father who had been in that 
campaign.* But he does not mention his father's name. 

In 1682 he was, in addition to being Mir-i Saman 

of Burhanpur, he was also appointed Waqa‘i r nawis . 1 2 3 in 

1685 when Prince Muhammad A*_zam besieged the fort of 

Bijapur^ Mir Abul Fazl Ma'muri was sent there to convey 

some important imperial message to the Prince. In 36th 

R.Y. (1693 A.D.) he mentions that he was transferred 

from the post of Daroq.ha-i Buyutat , in which he had been 

- 4 

serving for thirty years, and was appointed Mir Banr . 

This is in apparent contradiction to his earlier state- 
ment about holding the post of Mir Saman in 1682; but the 
post of Mir Saman was closely connected with the B uyutat 
Department. None of these particulars can be verified 
from other sources? and these too may well be fictitious. 

Our survey of the Ma'muris thus provides some 
answers while it raises others that need more elucidation. 

1. Sadiq ££}an, f.l30(a). 

2 . Ibid ., ff.155 (a)-(b) . 

3. Ibid., ff .163 (a)- (b) . 
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Ibid., f. 185(b). 


First of all it is practically certain that the 
Ma'muris were Iranis, and almost as certain that they were 
Saiyids of Ma'mur near Najaf. They only married among 
Irani families. Their connexions with Khawaf is are, 
however, not clear, though certain hints are suggestive, 
Sadiq Khan seems to call Abul Fazl Ma'muri, Mir Khawafi; 
Khafi Kh an obtained a copy of apparently privately kept 
history of Sadiq Khan and Abul Fazl Ma’muri II which he 
plagiarised? Shahnawaz Khan, a Khawafi, claimed kinship 
with Ma'muris. Even more tantallising is the lack of 
information about the kinship between various officers 
bearing the clan-name Maimuri. It is hoped that these 
may be clarified as records and MSS. are further investi- 
gated. Finally, the curiously fictitious nature of 
biographical details about the two Ma'muri historians 
Sadiq Khan and Abul Fazl Ma'muri II demand adequate 
explanation, while all these matters are for further 
research, the history of Ma'muris within the Mughal 
nobility illustrates once again how once admitted to the 
nobility, members of a family or clan could gc on 
claiming a place in it for a long time on the basis of 
status that had been once recognised. 
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Mir Muhammad Sa^id Mir Jumla is one of the well 

known figures of 17th - century India. An emigrant, 

merchant, administrator and general, he was at once 

an adventurer and a statesman."' - Jagdish Harain Sarkar 

has given us a definitive biography of the man, based on 

the varied original sources available, Persian, Fnulish 

2 

and Dutch, etc. It is, therefore, not necessary here 
to go over the same ground again, and a summary state- 
ment of the main facts of his life may suffice. 

.ir Muhammad Sa*id Ardistani was a native of 

3 

Ardist^n near Isfahan. His father was a pet^y oil- 
merchant. Yet he found an opportunity to acquire some 
knowledge of letters which apparently helped him to 
secure the office of a clerk to a diamond merchant 

4 

who used to trad n with Golknda. He then accom s-ier 
ano i her Persian merchant as his personal attendant and 

C 

incharge of his horses in a voyage to India.' Later 
gossip held that he was compelled to sellino shoes 

1. Bernier, p.16. 

2. T he Life o f Mir Jumla - The General of Auranqzeb , 
(Second edition). New Delhi, 1979 thereafter see 
Mir Jumla ) . 

3. War is, p.312; IS . U . , III, p.53o. 

4. Hir Jumla , p.2. 


5. Bernier, pp. 16-17; Manucci I, ep. 231-32 
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in the streets of Golkonda during his early days. He, 
however, soon established himself at Golkonda primarily 
as a great merchant and subsequently entering Qutbshahi 


service obtained the title of 'Mir Jumla' which denote 


his position as the principal minister or genera-. Hr 

was particularly responsible for Qutbshahi occupation 

of parts of the Vijayanaaar Empire (Karnatak), and the 

Qutbshahi Karnatak became r ractically his private 

kingdom. This was bound to excite jealousy at the 

Qutbshahi court; and dir Jumla in turn turned to the 

2 

Mughals for protection. 


It was in 1656 that Mir Jumla threw himself under 
the rrotection of Shah j ahan who, after th^ successful 
invasion of Golkunda by Aurangzeb, granted him initially 
the rank oi 5000/5000, while his son Muhammad Amin 

3 

obtained that of 2000/1000. Subsequently, he war 
granted the title of Muazza.i. Khan and the rank of 
600C/6000 and he was appointed to the high office of 

— A 

wazir of the Mughal Empire. ‘ on the accession of 
Aurangzeb he was promoted to the mansab of 7000/7; 00 


1. Manucci, I, pp. 232-32. 

2. 3ernier, pp. 18-20; Jean 3aptiste Tavernier, Travels in 
India (1640-67) tr. V. Ball, 2 vols. London 1879, 
vol. I, p.165. 

3. Waris, p.312; KJJ., Ill, pp. 531-32. 

4. Ibid , p.346, 350; Ibid . , pp. 534-35. 
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and was deputed to lead the army against prince Shuj a‘ 

1 

in the east. After the successful conclusion of the 

Campaign, he was granted the title of Khan-i Klaanan 
2 

Sipahsalar. He then led an invasion of Assam, but 
on his return, died at Khizrpur in Kuch Bihar in 1663.^ 

Mir Muhammad Amin, the only son of Mir Juki la , 
was an important noble of Golkunda Kingdom when the 
latter was at the height of his power. He had a consi- 
derable following at court and acted as deputy of hir 

4 

father when he was absent in Karnatak. When Mir Jumla 
transferred his allegiance to Shahjahan, Mir Muhammad 
Amin was imprisoned by Qutb Shah alongwith his family 
and his property was confiscated. He was subsequently 
released under the pressure of Aurangzeb's forces 
which invaded Golkunda. Fie waited upon prince Sultan 

5 

Muhammad (Aurangzeb's son) near Haiderabad. it was 
in the 3oth R.Y. of Shahjahan (165 6) that Muhammad Amin, 
along with his father, entered Mughal service. But 
on account of heavy rains and of his sudden illness 

1. Kazim, pp. 218-19, 233; 266-67; Bernier, pp. 79-80. 

2. Ibid., p.563; Mamuri, ff. 118 (a) -(b). 

3. Ibid., p . 8 1 2 ; I bid . , f. 129(b); Bernier, p.173; : ; , . 

Ill, p;554. 

4. Waris, p.365; MaWri, 1.95(a); MhU. Ill, p.613. 

5. Ibid., p.336. 



he had to stay behind at Burhanpur whil° his father 

went to the court. After some time came to court and 

1 

received a Kfrilat and the title of Khan. In the same 

year Mir Jumla was sent to the Deccan to be an 

auxiliary of Prince Aurangzeb in the Bijapur Campaign. 

Muhammad Amin, being promoted to the rank of 300 n /1000 

was appointed deputy wazir on his father’s behalf at 
2 

the court. Thus Mir Jumla' s family, from the very 
beginning of its arrival at the Mughal court, was given 
a very high position. In 1657 (31st R.Y.) Muhammad Amin 
Khan, in addition to the office of deputy wa zir , was 
appointed Mir Bakhshi ; his rank was increased to 3000/ 
1500 and a bejewelled pen-case was granted to him.' 4 
Meanwhile Shahjahan fell ill and, Dara shukoh being 
nominated as his successor, it was difficult to retain 
Mir Jumla, suspected to be the partisan of his rival 
Aurangzeb, as wazir. He was therefore removed from the 
office of wazi r towards the end of September 1657 for 
having acted against certain orders. His son, Muhammad 
Amin Khan, who had been acting as his deputy wazir was 

4 

forbidden from going to the office. 

1. Waris, p.363; M.U. , III, p.613. 

2. I bid . , p.365; Cf. Mamuri, f .95(a) Where his rank is 
given 3000/3000. 

3. Ma r muri, f .96(a) ; Cf. m^u. Ill, pp. 613-14. 

4. Mir Jumla, p.177. 



In December 1 65 7 Mir Jurnla was recalled to the 

court. L ut Auranqzeb, loath to lose aid of Mir Jurnla 1 s 

forces, persuaded him to remain with him in the Deccan. 

* 

C ince Mir Jurnla was not ready to defy the imperial 

order he was arrested (January, 1658) and sent as a 

1 

prisoner to the fort of Daulatabad. On the other side, 
Muhammad Amin Khan was imprisoned in Agra by Dura 
Shukoh simply on the charge of neglect of duty bu J 
actually on the suspicion of Mir Jurnla' s collusion wif-h 

Auranqzeb in the Deccan. But shortly afterwards he was 

2 

released from confine. nent. 

After s.uranqzen's accession Muhammad Amin was 
appnintel to the office of M ir '‘akhshi and his rank 

3 

was i a ised to 1000/3000. In the 2nd R.Y. his r-ink 

4 5 

was increased to 5000/4000 ; and further to 5000/5O00 

in the 5th R.Y. In the 7th R.Y. (1664) 1000 of his 

sawar ■ rank was made do- asps s ih-aspa .^ In the loth 

R.Y. (1667) he was sent to suppress the uprising cf 

_ >- 

the Yusufzais. Though before his arrival, Ohamsher 

1. Kazim, ^.84; Mamuri f. 96(a). 

2. Ibid . ; Ibid . , ff. 98(a), 100(a); Cf. Bernier, rp.il -42, 
3 . I b id . , pp . 11 1-12, 119; Cf. Ma^mur i , f . 1 0 0 ( a ) . 

4. Ibid . , p.426. 

5 . Ibid . , p.762. 

6. Ibid 
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p.855. 
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Khan Tarin had defeated the Afghans, Muhammad Amin too 
entered their territory and devastated their country 
before returning to Lahore. Soon after he was appointed 
S ubedar of Lahore in succession to Ibrahim J<han Zig 1 

and the office of Mir Bakhshi , which Muhammad Amin vas 

2 

still holding, was now assigned to Danishmand Kha n " . 

In 1667, Muhammad Arnin received royal orders to treat 
f Abdullah Khan (the expelled ruler of Kashghar) with all 
respect and care and to give him 50,000 rupees from the 
public revenue besides a large amount and some articles 

3 

as offering on his own behalf. In the 13th R.Y. (1670) 

4 

he was appointed s TVbedar of Kabul. In the same year 
Ja*afar Khan the wazir died and Asad Khan was deputed as 
acting wazir until a suitable person was found. The 
choice fell on Muhammad Amin Khan. In the 14th R.Y. (1671) 
he came to the court. Inspite of his business capacity 
and his ripe judgement was wellknown, he was reputed to 
be haughty and reckless. He accepted the office of 
wazir on certain conditions which were not acceptable 
to the Emperor. The offer was, therefore, withdrawn, and 

1. Kazim, p.1065; M. A . pp. 62-63; Maamuri, f,139(a) states 
that Muhammad ATOin (<han was appointed, gubedar of 
Lahore in addition to the office of Mir Bakhshi and 
was then sent to Chastise the Yusufzai Afghans. 

2. Ka.giip, p. 1067; M, A. , p.64. 

3. M . A . , p.64. Similar orders were also sent to Mumtaz 
Khan, subedar of Kashmir and other governors and 

f au j d5rs on his route. 


4. Ibid ., p. 104; MJJ. ,111, p.616. 



I 


3 SB 

he was granted leave to go back to Kabul, though he did 

receive a special robe of honour ( Kbiiat-i Kbaga ) and 

r - - 1 

the elephant Alam Guman with silver trappings. 

In the 15th R.Y. (April 1672) Muhammad Amin 

Khan had to face a serious Afgjhan uprising. He was 

worsted in a battle on the I^byber Pass. His young son 

Abdullah Khan was killed in battle, while his young 

daughter and some of ladies of his family were captured 

by the Afghans and only released on payment of heavy 
2 

ransoms. It is said that inspite of having come to 
know that the Afghans, on hearing of his designs to 
march from Kabul to Peshawar, had closed the roads, 
Muhammad Amin in his arrogance paid no heed to it and 
after crossing the Khyber marched on into their terri- 
tory. The Afghans attacked on all sides and great 
slaughter occurred among the Mughal s. Muhammad Amin 

Khan wanted to sacrifice his life but his servants led 
3 

him away. This great reverse destroyed his reputation, 
and Aurangzeb did not give him another chance against 
the Afghans which he sought from the emperor. His rank 
was reduced from 6000/5000 to 5000/5000 and he was 

1. M.A ., p. 1 11; M.U . Ill, p.617. 

2. Ibid . , pp. 117 - 18 ; Manucci, II, pp. 200-201, also see 
M.U . Ill, 617-18. 

3. M. A. , p.118. 
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appointed subedar of Gujarat without being allowed a 

] 

visit to the court. He served there for a fairly 1 ,ng 

period. In the 22nd R.Y. (1679) an order was sent to him 

to come with his contingent to Ajmer to take part in 

2 

the campaign against the Rana. Muhammad Amin was 
consequently granted the honour of paying homage to the 
emperor at Ajmer in the beginning of the 23rd R.Y. (October 

3 

1679), and he was well rewarded alongwith his officers. 

In February 1680 he took leave at Chittor for 

Ahmadabad and at the time of departure he was granted 

4 

a robe of honour, a horse and an elephant. In tn - 25 th 
R.Y. . on 16 June, 1682 he died in Ahmadabad while still 
its subedar . He was burried within the Bhadra citaael. J 
Like his father, he too left large property including 
70 lakhs of rupees, 1,35,000 ashraf is and lb rahimis , 

76 elephants, 432 horses, 117 camels, 314 mules, ton 
chests of Chinaware of all kinds, 60 carts ( rahka la ) , 

1. M . A . , p.121; M.U . , III, pp. 618-19. 

2. Ibid . ; Ibid . 

3. Ma f amuri, ff. 151 (a)- (b). 

4. MjA. , p.189? Cf.Ali MUhaj-runau Khau Mi rat-i Ahmadi , eJ.. SyeA 

N^wab Alij "baicaa, 1927 -19,, vot. ij?. Mti , nr, p . 619 . 

5. Mi rat-i Ahmad i , I, p.302; Cf. M.A . p.219 gives 4 
June. His tomb and a mosque adjacent to it are still 
extant in the Bhadra fort near the Kutcheri gate. 

The tomb has been transformed into a residence and 
the mosque into the office; See M.S. Commissariat, 

A History of Gujarat , Bombay, 1957, Vol.2, p.183 
(hereinafter see Commissariat) . 



one maund of shot, and 54 maunds of gunpowder. These 
possessions were brought from Ahmadabad to the court 
and seized by the imperial orders. 1 In Delhi, Muhammad 

Amin Khan had a haveli (mansion) which after his death 

to 2 

v/ as presented in 1686 Mahabat Khan Haiderabadi . in 

Ahmadabad, Muhammad Amin Mian had laid out a garden 

with great trouble and planted various kinds of fruit 

trees. /fe are informed that Aurangzeb was fond of choice 

mangoes of this garden and sent orders to the new governor 

Mukhtar Khan S^bzwari asking him to furnish details 

of the income, expense, area of the land (garden), 

3 

buildings, number of trees etc. of this garden. .About 
the wealth of Muhammad Amin j^an, Manucci on the testimony 
of the Khan's own secretary says "without drawing pa/ 
or income from the king, he could of himself, with 

the rank he had, maintain twelve thousand horsemen for 

4 - 

eighty years". It may be noted that Muhammad Amin Khan, 

after his father's death, had been looking after the 

latter's business through his agent or broker 'Mier 

Mameth Hosseyn Taffa Tappa ' (Mir Muhammad Husain 

1. M. A . , p.226; Cf . M.U . , III, p. 619 does not mention horses. 
Camels, mules and other things. The Mirat-i Ahmadi , 

I, pp. 304 - 5 , mentions only 59 horses of which 17 old 
and deformed ones were sold by the diwan of the subah 
and the remaining 42 horses were sent to the court. 

2 - M. A. , p.272. 

3. Mirat-i Aftmadi , Vol. I, p.305. 


4. Manucci, vol. II, pp. 201-202 
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Tubatabai) . Cv^n four years after Mir Jumlas deatn, 

Muhammad /an in Khan enjoyed high repute there at 
Ma^ulipatam his agent Taptapa (Tubatabhai?) virtually 

acted as master of the port and bought and sold and 

1 

loaded and unloaded cargo free of every impost. 

Muhammad \min Khan was proud and "elf-conceited 
2 

by his nature but at the same time he was known for honesty 

and truth. He 

/had a wonderful memory. He memorized the Quran in a 

very short time during his goveinorship of Ahmadabad 

and attained the privilege of being designated a 'Hafiz’ 

3 

by the Emperor himself. 

Regarding his religion we are told tnat he / .c 
a 3hia (, Imamiya ) and his big >try had reached suer m 
extent that he did not admit Hindus to privacy. I f any 
of the great Rajas, who could not be aenied, came to 
s ’e him, he afterwards had the house washed and 

4 

carpet removed; and he changed his clothesl if Mjnucci 
may be relied upon, Muhammad .Amin Khan is Sc.id to Lav- 
denied the common people in \hmadabad the right to 
offer their prayers in the same mosque at the time o' 

1. Bernier, p.195. E.F.l. U 655-60) , p.187. 

2. M . A . 219; Manucci, II, p.179 also calls him a 
haughty and far from genial. 

3 • M • 2a . , p . 2 1 9 ; M . U . Ill, p . 6 2 0 . 
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his prayers. This caused great resentment among the 
people wh - mobbed the Khan, when h. canr out of tie 
mosque, and the Kh~n was obliged to hide in a neigh- 
bouring house. He reparted the incident to the r.rnperor; 
but the latter censured him for his haughtiness. Mir 

Muhammad Amin Khan died within a short time of this 
1 

occurrence . 

A similar incident of mass agitation n Tnich 

the subedar was mob )od on the day of * 16 , while returning 

from the prayers, has oeen recorded in Kirat-i /dunadi 

2 

under this year but in a different context. Manucci, 


1. Manucci, vol. II, p.202. 

2. Mirat-i Ahmadi , vol. I, pp. 300-301 mentions that in 
the year 109 AH., a severe famine took place in 
Ahmadabad due to sc ircity of food. Dearness j f oereil.- 

arid f jodgrains rose to - uch tin extent that people • jfur^ 
afflictions for want of bread. By chance, f id fell 
during these days. The Kfran had gone out for prayers. 

On his return to the city throuoh the bazar , people. 

'ho had come out for_ the celeb-ration, gathered uouna 
his carriage ( sawari ) and beg m to lament about the 
uearness and scarcity. A mischievous person named 
Abur Bakr was present in that mob and he ind n c._l vd 
excited masses to riot. Muhammad Amin Khan went to th-> 
fort and a report of it w rs sent to the Emperor ' r t 
Aurangabad where he had recently arrived, H . a . p. 17;. 

The Emperor was enraged and issued an order to Muhanrud 
Amin K£ian to put Abu Bakr to death as a leader of 
rioters. The ££ian arranged a banquet to which Abu 
Bakr was also invited. After the food was over, 

Muhammad Amin Khan cut a melon, whicn was speei.lly 
kept ready for the Shai&h and personally offered 
him a few poisoned slices. As soon as the Shaikh ate 
them, his condition changed and immediately left the 
banquet. He died soon after reacning home; see 
3.3. Rajyagor : History of Gujarat , New Delhi, 1 62, 
p.275. 
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seems to have been confounded, the latter incident with 
a real or imaginary protest against his ban on prayers 
in the mosque during his own presence. 

Although apparently a failure on the milit try 

front, Amin Khan earned the reputation of a successful 

and competent administrator during his governorsh i p of 

Gujarat. Aurangzeb himself is said to have remarked 

that *the management and law and order as established 

by Muhammad Amin Khun in this sub a were not obtained at 

any time under any of the subedars * . ^ It was pernrjns 

as a result of Aurangzeb' s high assessment of his 

capacities that .\min Khan held the governorship of 

2 

Gujarat for as many as ten years , a tenure which nud 
never been enjoyed by any of his predecessors . J An 
account of his administration is provided by the Hire t-i- 
Anmadi , on which the following description is based. 

In 1673, after his arrival in Ahmadabau, tmin 
Khan, in compliance with imperial orders, condoned 
arrears of previous years due from peasants in the 
Khal i$a and J agirs and thus saved the peasants from 

1. M i ra t- i Ahmad i , I, p.303. 

2. From 11th June 1672 to 16th June i682 (4th Jaf:ir 
1 , '>8 3 A.H . to 20th Jamad II 10 93 n.li.), see M.A., 
pp. 121, 219. 

3. Commissariat, II, p.177. 
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much harassment. As for the dues of the immediately 

preceding year it was ordered that these should he 

demanded only from those who were in a position to 

be brought 

pay, and those who had fled should back and restored 

to thoir lands. ^ Chaudharies and Muqaddams were taking 

villages on farm, causing much oppression on the 

peasants, in imperial order was isued to th ^ Ji wan of 

the suba to the effect that tax- farming should cease 

in both Khalifa and jaqirs and the prohibited cesses 

should not be demanded from the peasants ( riaya ) . The 

Amins in parganas were also ordered to act in accordance 

2 

with these orders. 

during the governorship of Amin Khan, a numb : r 
of imperial orders arrived in Gujarat exhibiting 
Aurangzsb's anxiety to appeal to Muslim law in financial 
and revenue matters. Imposition of Jizya on the non- 
muslim subjects of the empire and the collection of Zakat 
from the Muslims were the two major steps taken as pa^t. 
of this policy. The collection of Zakat was revived to 
avoid loss occuring to the treasury as many Muslim^ on 

1. Mirat-i Ahmadi , vol. I, pp. 290-91. 

2. Ibid., p.292. 


CO 



whom the payment of zakat. was compulsory evaded it by 


mixing up their own goods with those of the non-Muslims . ^ 
In 1673 .uni a Khan received an order that Muhammad 
Sharif, the Ja z i and Huh tasib of the city should oe 

provided with footmen ( piyndas ) to enforce Islamic 

. _ <- 2 

regulations ( Ah kam- i Shar a 1 ) . 

Amin Khan seems to have taken particular interest 
in the promotion of trade in Gujarat. In 1677 a number 
d Surat merchants, headed by Mirz.a Mu'azzam, approached 
him at. Ahmadabad for assistance against the oppressions 
of Gh i y'cTsuddir. I-T~ a , Ur customer (mutasaddi) of Surat. 
The merchants also went to the Emperor and consequently 
Ghiyasuddin Khan was recalled and Muhammad Jog w<ts 

3 

appointed as customer of Surat port. In the same year 
a rr/al order was enforced in Ahmadabad against the 
monopol ization of trade by a caste. In the muna 1 of 
Ahmad i ud mint (L) or-u?, rrb Ahmadabad), a graur oi 

wire-drawers ( Gudazqaran-i Parkash ) belonging to the 

„ * 

Srimal caste monopolised the profession and did not 

1. Mi rat- i Abmadi , vol. l,pp. 296-300 gives a detailed 
account of Jizya and £akat , including mode of the 
collection of Jizya and conditions for the rea'iza 
of zakat . Nearly five lacs of rupees were collects 
annually in Jizya from the gimmis in Gujarat. 

2. uirat-i Ahmadi , I, p.291. 

sir Charles Fawcett (ed. ) The inqlish Factories in 
India , (New Series), Oxford, 1136, vol. I, pp. '83-84. 
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allow anyone to enter their profession. The order 
condemned this monopoly saying that prohibition oi 3 
bride is not p ;rmitted in religion ( Shar^ ) and demanded 

i 

that it be set aside. limilarly, in 1680 another roya 

order granted exemption, from the zakat tax, to tne 
, 2 

buyers of horses. 

uring his viceroyalty Amin Khan also bestowed 

much attention on the conservation of public monuments 
and repairs to fortifications. In 1673 an amount of 

Rs. 8,250 was sanctioned from the royal treasury for tne 

f - - 3 

rest , ration of the fort of Azamabad. Similarly, an 
amount of 892 rupees was given from the royal treasury 
for repairs of a mosque built by Haibat Khan in tne 
city. Again the fort of Junagarh which was in a state 

4 

of decay was also ordered to be repaired. In lo7u, i c. 
was found that the city-walls of Ahmadabad and some of 
the uildings of the royal palaces in the Quadra fort. 

1. Mi rat- i Ahmadi , J, pp. 2 'i 2 — )3. 

2 . Ibid . , p.295. 

3. I bid. , vol. I, p.290. This fort was built 

0 / azam Khan, after himself, the subedar of brjarat 
during Shahjahan's reign, on the - banks of the 
Vatrak river to overawe the rebellious kolis of 

the region and to keep them under Control. The ruins 
of the fort are still visible at the village of 
A r zamabad Kot-wadi ' in the Kapadwauj ta 1 luqqa of 
the Kaira district. See Supplement to the Mirat-i 
Ahmadi , ed. Syed Nawab Ali, Baroda, 1930, p.190; 
also Commissariat, vol. 2, p,12C, 181. 


4. Mlrat-i Ahmadi , vol. I, p.291. 



had >egan to fall. The Diwan of the ?uba w as order _d 

to pay 2,900 rupees, according to the estimates, for 

1 

their repairs from the treasury. The next year, 1580 

rupees were also sanctioned ( tan^wah qardid ) for repairs 

to the college (madrasa), the mosque, the hainam and the 

hospital ( dar-ush .Anita ) csnstructed by Saif Khan, tne 

2 

gubedar of Gujarat during Jahangir's reign. 

besides restoration and repairs to the old 
monuments, a number of new buildings v/ere also constructed, 
both for utilitarian and religious purposes, during 
Amin Khan's period of viC€~oyalty . In 1676, a mosque and 
a sarai in the town of Dohad, the birth-place of 
Aurangzeb, were constructed under the superivision of 
the Daroqna Muhammad Beg. / sum of 76,300 rupees was 

3 

spent over their construction. 

lesides Amin Khan, Mir Junto had several 
daughters. He wanted to marry one of them to Saiyiu 
dizarnuddin Ahmad (of Mecca} and another to Saiyid 
Sultan Karbala’i (of Najaf), who were brought by Mir 
Jumla to Haiderabad. As the two Saiyids were highly 

1. Mirat-i Ahmadi , vol . I, p.291. 

2. Ibid , p.292. 

3. Ibid, p.291. This square walled .structure still 
servives in Dohad and is now utilised for government 
offices and similar purposes, fee Commissariat, 
vol. 2, p.182 and f.n.ll. 



educated and of noble lineage, ^ Qutb Shah himself 

resolved to marry his two daughters to them. This was 

perhaps an additional reason for Mir Jumla's 

displeasure with Qutb Shah. But on the day of the 

proposed marriages there occured a hot discussion 

between Saiyid Ahmad (Mir Ahmad Arab of M.U . Ill, p.5?0) 

the elder son-in-lav; of /Vodullah Qutb Shah who had the 

management of government affairs and also arranged the 

marriage, and Saiyid Sultan. The situation took a 

serious turn so much so that Saiyid A^mad threatened his 

father-in-law that he would induce Aurangzeb to wipe out 

his kingdom in case the marriage took place. Saiyid Sultan 

2 

thereupon set fire to the preparations. The marriage 

with Saiyid Sultan was therefore abondoned. In 1564 

he joined Mughal service and was granted the rank of 

3 

1500/ 600 and 12000 rupees along with ten horses. in 

4 

1665 his rank was increased t^ 1500/700 and he was 
married to the daughter of Muhammad Amin Kh an . In 1665 

1. Saiyid Nigamuddin Afrmad was the son of the sister 

of Shah 'Abbas II and Saiyid Ma^um; he was educated and 
brought up at Mecca. Saiyid Sultan was the disciple 
of Saiyid Ma f sum and belonged to a very high Saiyid 
family. See Mir Jumla , op.cit . , Appendix- D, pp.73-74 
and note; Cf. M.U . , III, pp. 619-20. 

2. M.U . Ill, pp. 619-20; Cf. Mir Jumla , p.373. 

3. Kazim, pp. 840, 843. 

4. Ibid . , p.870 . 


5. Ibid., p.876. 



1 

he was promoted to the rank of 2000/700 . Nothing 

more is known about him. A brother of Saiyid Sultan, 

Mir ^.bbas appears to have been granted permission for 

returning to his native country (i.e. apparently Iran) 

in 1676; he was given a khil^t and an in f am of 2000/- 
2 

rupees . 

No male member of Mir Jumla's family after the 

death of Muhammad Amin Khan, appears to have survived. 

Mirza Abdullah the only son of Muhammad Amin Khan had 

3 

already been killed by the Afghans. A brother-in-law 

— . _ _ 4 

of Muhammad Amin Khan named Mirza Sultan is also said 
to have been killed alongwith Mirza Abdullah. The only 
male member of the family, though not from the direct 
line of Mir Jumla, a son of Muhammad Amin Khan's sister 
was Saiyid Muhammad. He was perhaps in the service of 
his maternal uncle in Ahmadabad when the latter was trie 


1 . Kazim, p,880 . 

2 . M . A . , p.141. 

3. Ibid. , 117-18; Manucci, vol. II, pp. 200-201; 

M.U . Ill, pp. 617-18. 

4. Manucci, vol. II, p.20t. It seems that Mirz~ Sult.an 
and Saiyid Sultan are the same person, and Manucci 
is wrong to call him 'brother- in- lav/ 1 in place of 
'son-in-law'. It is true, as we have seen above, 
that Saiyid Sultan in the beginning was betrothed 
to one of the sisters of Muhammad Amin; but the 
marriage could not be materialized. Further, in 
1676 Saiyid Sultan's brother Mir “Abbas appears to 
have taken leave for home. This also suggests that 
perhaps after his brother's death in 1672 he had to 
leave India. 



subedar of Gujarat. Because Saiyid Ahmad is found to 


have returned to the court in 1683 after the death of 
Muhammad Amin Khan. He was granted audience and a robe 

of honour ( Khilat ) . ^ Later he was sent alongwith 

_ to 

Mughal Khan and other generals fight against Our j an 

- - 2 

Singh Hara. Nothing more is known of him and the 
other members of the family after tnis date. 


1. M.A . , p.223. 

2. Ibid . , p.228 
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(V) OTHRR” 

(a) Mi rzas of Qandahar 

The Mirzas of Qandahar belonged to the family 
of the lafavid rulers of Iran. In India they were known 
as Qandaharis on account of their having held ^andahar 
before coining to India. The family come to India with 
Mirza Rustam iatavi and his elder brother Mirza Muzaffar 
Husain Safavi. They were the great-grandsons of Shah 
Isma*il Safavi, and their father Sultan Husain Mirza was 
a son of iJahram Mirza, a son of Shah Ismail Safavi. 

Sultan Husain was governor ( wali ) of Qandahar, Zamindawar 
and Garmser, which extended up to river Hirmand, during 
the re ' gn of Jhah Pahmasp (1524-76). Later in the reign 
of Knud a San da (1577-86) after Sultan Husain's death, 
Qandahar was assigned to Muzaffar Husain Mirza, while 
the territory of Zamindav/ar and Garmser was made over to 
Rustam Mirza. The other two brothers Abu Sa'id Mirza 
and lan jar Mirza lived with Mirza Rustam at Zamindav/ar . ^ 

«« — 

Soth the Akbar Hama and the Tarikh-i Alam Arai 
''-bbas i say that the two brothers, Mirza Muzaffar Husain 
and Mirza Rustam, did not have cordial relations with 
each other. As compared to Qandahar Mirza Rustam's 


1 . A . rt . A . , 


I, p.478 
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terri Lory of Zamindjwar and Garmser did not /ield much 
income. Therefore, ho -was anxious to annex other 
territories; this was naturally opposed by Muzaffar 
Husain Mirza. the brothers fought time and a pain and 
both sustained great 1 osses in officers and men. Their 
situation was made further difficult by the proximity 
of th e Uzbeks, who posed a constant threat to the 
secur-ty of their territories. Finally the approach of 
the Mughal forces in the region made their position 
almost untenable. Mirza kustam dafavi was the first to 
accept Mughal inducements in 1592-93, when he found 
that during his absence on a hunting expedition, 
Zamindawar had been seized by Muzaffar Husain Mirza. 

In 1515 Muzaffar Husain Mirza himself found the 
squeeze on him from the Uzbeks and the Mughals too hard 
to boar. Preferring to make terms with the Mughals, he 
handed over the possession of Qandahar to them. Both 
the brothers arrived at Akbar’s court with a large 
retinue. On their arrival they were welcomed and escor- 
ted to the dmperor by important nobles like Asaf Khan, 
Abdur Rahim Khan-i Khanan, Mirza Jani Beg, Mirza Aziz 
Koku and Main Khan Kokai tosh . ^ Mirza Rustam was granted 
a man sab of 5UU0/1500, and Mirza Muzaffar Husain that 


1. A . A . A . I, pp. 478-487; .a.N., Ill, pp. 645-46, 
. 7D-71 . 
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of 5000/4000. They were assigned jagirs in Multan, 

Baluchistan and Sambhal. Mirza Rustam was also appointed 

as subedar of Multan; Mirza Muzaffar Husain was honoured 

1 

with the title of Farzand . 

The reception and the high ranks (for 5,000 zat 

under Akbar was an exceptional one) directly granted to 

the two brothers needs some explanation. The Akbarnama 

says that Mirza Rustam Safavi was granted the man gab of 

5000 zat and a cash award of one kror of tankas together 

with a large j aqir in order to persuade Mirza Muzaffar 

2 

Husain Safavi to join Mughal service. When the latter 
arrived he was also awarded equal g.at rank but was 

3 

given a larger sawar rank of 4000 sawar , The sawar 
rank was higher than that of Mirza Rustam, because 
Muzaffar Husain had handed over such an important region 
as Qandahar and Zamindawar to the Mughal s, while Mirza 
Rustam had come empty-handed. But the honour accorded 
to the two Mirzas probably went farther than the matter 
of Qandahar, important as it was. The Mughals had an 
inward sense of respect for the status of the Safavi d 
rulers, and it was seen as a great elevation of Mughal 
prestige if members of the Safavid house could be 

1. A.N . Ill, pp. 646, 671. 

M.U . , III, 296-302; 435-37. 

2. A.N . Ill, 646; Ain- i-Akbari , Blochmann (tr.), p. 

321; M.U., III, 438. 

3. M.U . , III, 296-302. 



brouoht into Mughal service. Thus not on 1 r wer: the 
janduhar Mirzis accorded high ranks, but marriages of 
their daughters and grand-daughters with Mughals readily 
acceded to. The Mafavid family continued t: enjoy 'nigh 
prestige at the Mughal court in later times also, dhen 
in the 48th R.Y. of Aurangzeb (i.e. 1703-4 AD) Mirza 
Ali idaqi Jufavi, a grand-son (by daughter) of Jhah .%bbas 
Iftarrived at Curat, he was paid 5000/- Rupees from the 
treasury of the Curat Port as Travelling allowance, and 
upon hie arrival at the Mujhal court he was granted a 

- ] 

man $ ab of 3000/1000. He was also appointed as 3rd Baknshi . 

Later, in the 50th R.Y. (i.e. 1706-1707 AD) his nephew 

Muh imin. d Muhsin came from Iran and did homage to the 
2 

Mughal court. Out he is not found to have been awarded 
any rank or office. 

/d Lor its cirri vil the f imily of the Jund lhcir 
Mirzas established matrimonial relations with many 
important Iranian families and also succeeded in marrying 
many of their daughters with Mughal Princes. The only 
daughter )f Mirza Muzairar Husain, Qandahari Mahal, was 
married to Prince Knurram. ! Mirza Rustam's two daughters 

1. M. A ., p. 497; K. K . , II, p.572. 

2 . Ibid . , p.513. 

3. Lahori, I (a), pp. 389-°0. 
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were married t > Prince .aJtan Parvez,, the son of 
Julian a i r 1 nd irinc > jriah ^nuja', tne son of ill li j ahan . 
Priu<~>> nur ingzai marnel lilras 1 mo 3 uaum, the 
daughter of Mirza jhahna'-lz Phan lafavi, son of hirza 

Pustam .1 a f a v i . ^ The other daughters of Hrfn'nn^waz Phln 

— ,1 

were married to Princ -s Hu rad lhikhsh and hah liuj"*.' 

In the reign of Aurangzeb also many princes took brides 
f r >i i this I i mi ly . 3 

i ’sides th^se inuri .cjes in the royal family there 
were a few Iranian families of the highest status .-/ith 

which the house of the Hi rz Is of .andahar estaolisneJ 

< 

m-irri iu-> alliances. These were the families of /ladur 
knhir > j~n — i Hannan . Islam Hi In Mashhidi, Mir ilinn 
Yr/di ind .ill unsuddin Hukhl Tr Klnri of ubzwar. u wo at 

’•'in” "nTnnawuz ’Qian's daughters were married v/ifh 

— - -7 — — —-r 

Hirza Muhammad Asalat Khan and Mirza Mu h z liusvi l.'n, J 

j . H. I. , 1 1 1 , p. 438. 

2. nunori, I (a), pp. 32-33. 

3. ."diq Khan, fi. 43 (b) -44 (a) ; see also K . K . , II, 

pn. 12, 63. 

4. llhori II, pp. 304-305; ^adiq Ida an, ff. 55 oa), 1 7ia). 

5. jee Appendix- A, Genealogical Chart. 

°. lb i 1 . Nos. 27, 32, 40, 45, 48 49. 

7. dzim, p. 333; PhjJ . , 1, pp. 2 2 2-2 5. 

8. ' . . . , p. 33/; 1 1 . r J . , I LI, pp. 633-36; T. , . . '. 
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both belonging to highly respected Suiyil families 
of Mashhad. Asalat Khan's father Mirza Badi r was one 
of the great Saiyids of Mashhad and his ancestors had 

_ r — _ / 

been the ouardians of the shrine of Imam oli Ibn Musa, 

the eighth Imam. Mirza Asalat Khan came to India in 

1646 and received the rank of 1000/400.^ Mirza Mu f iz 

Musvi Khan's fathei Mirza Fakhra was a Musvi Cai /id of 

Qum and his mother was a daughter of Mir Muhammad Zaman 

a great S liyid of Mashhad. H e reached India in the 

14th R.Y. of .uranqzeo (i.e. 1671-72) and received u 
2 

suitable rank. 

r _ 

Connections with the great house of Itimad-ud 
jjaula too were established in due course. Mirza Saf 
Shikan Khan v afavi's wife Shahzada Begum was the 
daughter of Mir Miran Yazdi from Saliha Bino Begum, 
the daughter of Asaf Khan. A daughter of Mirza Kustam 
Safavi was married to Chamsuddin Mukhtar Khan 3abz'-/ari 
whose mother Mauras liano was a grand-daugh te t >f I timid 
ud Daula . Mir Mahmud Aqidat Khan a brother of Asalat 
Khan was married to Kabuli Begum, a grand-daughter of 

1. Lahori, II, p.509; Z.Kh ., Ill, p.100. 

2. M . U . Ill, pp. 633-36. On account of their not 
being of CafavLd origin their ranks and offices 
have not been taken into accoant by us alongwith 
those of the citavid Mirzas of Qandahar. 

Cei ante Cection T, 2.5 0. 


3. 



n 

) 



>h~irt.i Khan (an d a daughter of Ruhullah Khan I)." 

It is interesting to note that the family of 

_ r_ _ 

Sam Mirza, a son of ...hah Jsmail Safavi is first 
noticed in the resign of . -hahj ihan . When exactly this 
family migrated from Iran is not Known. From the Akbarnama 
however, it transpires that Mir Arif Ardbeli, a son of 

Sam riirz.T, came to Lahore sometime during the reign of 

2 - 

Akbar who perhaps, says Lahori, offered him some office 

which he Sid not accent owing to his mystic disoositi on . J 

— < - — < 

Mir Arif's son Mir Abdullah nas been repeatedly mentioned 

A 

as recipient of cash awards.* In 1652 he was allowed 
to proceed to Lahore after being granted cash inam of 

r 

Rs.5000.^ In 16 S3 he appears to have been given a 
id i i In l_ uni Lit' o 1 1. 1 r i ji ’ of Lahore^. This suqqo: t «, that 
Mir Abdullah had joined imperial service and could be 
entrusted with a responsible office. 

during Aurangzeb's reign Mir Abdullah's son 
Mir un immab Jadio appears t.o have been living in 

1. H . A . 1 09- lli, 113, 114, M.U . I, p.225. 

2. A . ~ . Ill, p.749, where he appears to have been died 
at oahore in 10U7 AH. 

3. Lahori, IT, f > . 2 4 3 . 

4 . Jb id . pp , 224, 241, 475, 628. 

5 . Saris, p.196. 


6. Ibid 


• f 


p.214 



seclusion at Lahore. 



He was honoured wit a a kh i l'a t 
and a cash award (i nam ) af Rs. 1J00. 1 In j 663 again, 
Mir Muhammad laoiq and his grand-son Mir Musa appears 
to have b f> en granted a cash award of 1,500 rupees. 

Returning to the dandahar Mirzas 1 position as 

man? adders a reign-wise tabulation is offered in 

Appendix-B, which shows the man. gabs held by members of 

the family from Akbar to Aurangzeb. The table contains 

only the highest ranks known to have been held by the 

Mirzas in each reign instead of giving a long year-wise 

record of man sab -promotions . The mangabs of those wno 

died or retired in a particular period have not been 

excluded because making a periodical account of the 

man sabs in the hands of the family is the only purpose 

of the table and not a comparison of the Mirzas' 

position with that of other families. It may also be 

noted that there are two other Gafavi Mirzas who appear 

in the table, but whose relationship with the Gafavi 

Mirzas of Qandahar is not established and has only 

been presumed here. These are Khwaja Beg Mirza Jafavi 

and nis nephew and adopted son Mirza Muhammad Galih 
3 

Gipuhdar Khan . 

1. Ka z i m . , p. 215. 

2. Ibid . , p.518. 

3. Tuzuk, pp. 112, 22b; Z.kh., 
p. 427. 


II, 


p . 261; M.U . , i I , 



She table reveals that till the end of 


Aurangzeb 1 s reign lour generations of the Mirzas had 

continuously been in active service and that they 

continued to enjoy a high position in the empire. Tn 

the first generation the two Mirzas - Mirza Rustam and 

Mirza Muzaffar - held a man sab of 5000/15''0 and 5000/ 

1 

4000 respectively. The other two younger brothers - 
Mirza Abu da ’ id and Mirza San jar died in 1596-97, they 
held a rank of 350/sat each. Soon afterwards the rank 
of Mirza Muzaffar was resumed on account of certain 
complaints against him. 3 In the second generation, out 

of nine Safavic Mirzas three were holding the rank of 

, 4 _ - 

5000/5000. Among the Qandaharis except for Mirza 

Haider, a son of Mirza Muzaffar Husain, all the sons 

of Mirza Rustam held the rank of 1000 gat and above. 

The third generation during Shahjahan's reign wig 

holding, numerically as well as in terms of man gabs , 

the highest position as out of 14 total members of the 

family, including Muhammad Salih Sipahdar khan, three 

g 

held the rank of 5000/5000. Of the rest seven held 

1 . A . N . Ill, 646, 671; Tuzuk , p.lll; Z . Kh . I, p.9? . 

2. Ain (tr.), op. cit. pp. 328, 555; M . U . Ill, 441. 

3. A. SI . Ill, pp. 711-12, 743; M.U., III, 302. 

4. Mirza_ Rustam .^f a vi 5000/5000; Xhwa j a Beg Mirza 
lafavi 5000 / zat and Muhammad Salih Sipahdar 
khan 5000/5000. 

5. Shahnawaz Kfcan held 5000/5000 (2-3h) . 



ranks of 1000 gat and above 


1 


Under Aurangzeb the 


fourth generation of the Mirzas among mangabdars appears 
to have declined both numerically and in terms of ranks 
held. During the fifty years of the reign there were 
only eleven members of the family known to have been 
in service. Of these, except one, Muhammad Ahsan, a 
son of Mirza Shahnawaz Khan Safavi, who held the rank 
of 7 ' 0 / 300 , all held man?abs above 1000 zat . Shahnawaz 

Khan Safavi held 6000/6000 (5000x2-3h) and Murad Kam 

2 _ 

Safavi 5000/3000. But Shahnawaz Khan lost his life 
in 1659 after he joined Dara Shukoh. During the fifty 
years of Aurangzeb' s reign the total mansabs in the 
hands of the Mirzas (taking the highest held by each) 
totalled 30,200/18,500 (5000x2-3h) while during the 
thirty years' reign of Shahjahan the Mirzas' total 
mansabs amounted to 31,200/24,200 (5000x2-3h) . ^ 

Lastly, a few words may be offered on the offices 
hcLd by the Mirzas during the period. Information on 
this is brought together in Appendix-C. The tables 
showing incumbents are mainly based on contemporary 


1. See Appendix-3, under Shahajahan. 

2. See Appendix-3, under Aurangzeb. 

See Appendix-B. 


3. 
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chronicles gf respective periods, supplemented by the 
^akhirat-ul Khawanin and Ma'asir-ul Umara ’. Jnc L-oJes 
contain information for those years only in which 
appointments on various posts oi the Mirzas are rcc^rd-d 
The tables suggest t .at a large number of offices like 
?ubedar , f auj dar , Pi win , Ji letdar , Oarawaloegi , qnushbani 
Qu rbeqi and thanedaris were held by the members of the 
family besides being sent on various important military 
expeditions in the Deccan and the North-west.'*' But 
throughout the period only Mirza Rustam ‘Jafavi and his 
son Mirza dhahnawaz Khan 7 afavi are known to have been 
appointed as subedar (Governor) of different provinces; 
none of his other sons or even grand-sons was ever 
assigned this office. It is certainly curious that the 
office of subedar of any province was never given in 
the family of Mirza Muzaffar Husain Safavi right from 
the time of Akbar. It was towards the close of 
Aurangzeb 1 s reign that Mirza Sadruddin Muhammad dafavi, 

a great-grandson of Mirza Muzaffar Husain was appointed 

_ 2 

?ubedar of Khandesh in 1701; and he was apparently 

the last of the dafavids in India known to have 
attained distinction . J Mostly the Mirzas are found to 

1. See Appendix-C. 

2. K. A. p.433; M.'J. Ill, 692. 


3. M.U. Ill, p. 692. 



'no . 

h \e been assigned the post of f auj dar of different 

s artors in the empire. In tno reign of Junaaqir i-'.i rza 

Hasan Dafavi, a son of Mi rza Rustam Gafavi held the 

post of Pi wan of Gujarat in 1617. ^ He was afterwards 

sent f-i the Deccan. The rather junior posts of 

Q araWu i beqj (chief huntsman), Qaushbegi (chief Falcon >r) 

and jurbeqi (Incharge of the royal standards), were 

granted to tnem during Jhahjahan's reign for a long 
3 

period. Similarly, the office of 2nd Bakhshi . one 
of the important central offices of the empire, is 
found for the first time to have been assigned in the 

fourth generation towards the close of Aurangzeb 1 s 

4 r 

reign. In the same period the office of Arz-i Mukarrar 

(officer in charge of presenting orders for conf irmatien) 

was held by Mir Muazzam Giyadat Khan, a son of -hahnawuz 

_ 5 

i h.;n nfavi; it was taken away from him in 16:V7-8n. 

It may, therefore, be inferred that barring a few 
persons the Qandahar Mirzas in general did not enjoy 

1. Tuzu k , pp. 18 6-246. 

2. Ibid, , p.288. 

3. lee Appendix-C, l’able-m Offices held by the Mirzas 
under Shahjahan. 

4. Ibid . , Table_D, Nos. 15-18. 

S . i i . A . , 


p. 314 
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much influence in the counsels of the empire and slowly 
slipped into medium ranking nobles. None of the 
following important central offices like Diwan , Mir 
Bafchshi , Mir Saman , Mir Atish , Mir Tuzuk and Akb tabegi 
were assigned to them. It appears that in spite of 
their being related to the royal Safavid family of 
Iran, the Mirzas were not entrusted with important Central 
offices and were not given a very high position in the 
nobility. It was, however, characteris tic of the MughaJ 
system that the family, once established, would continua 
to claim man. sabs and some status generation after 
generation (four generations having been studied by 
us) . 
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-Ref p tprcw to the Genealogical Cha rt 


: indicates 

+ " 

d/o 

s/o 

Numbers prefacing 
the names of persons 
in the chart 

1 : 2,3,4, 5 
3 : 6,7,8 

5 : 9 
9 : 10 
10 : 11 
13* 11 

6 : 14,15,16,17,18,19 

15 = Sultan Hamza Mirza 

16 : 20,21,24 
16 : 22,23 

16 : 25;25=Prince Khurrarn : 3 1 

16 : 21 ; 2 1 : 26 

21 : 27; 27: 28 
27 : 2 9 ; 2 9 : 3 0 

27 = d/o Islam Khan Hashhadi 

28 * Islam ytan llashhadi 


' father of ' 

' brother/s is ter of' 
‘husband/wife of' 
'grandson of 
'daughter of 1 
'son of' 


Sources 


A . A . ft ♦ 1,44 
A . A. A . 1, 13 6 

A.N . XI I,7W ; Lahori II, 2-13 
Lahorl 11,224,243,475 
Kgz jm , 215-16 
Ka§_im, 818 

A. 4 . A. 1,13 6,478; A . 

Ill, 645. 

A. A. A . 1,136 

A. A. A . 1,48 7; [4U. Ill, 301-303 

!" . ' T . 111,301-302 . 

Ha mqa r _H us a i n i ' s Ha 1 asir- j 
Jahangir! , 125,133,138; 

I ahori 1(a) ,389-90; 

M.A , ,147. 

Lahorl I (b) , 1 76; T L M t 
II, 30; H.U. Ill, 581 .~ 

T.H. II, 30; H.U. Ill , 692. 


T. M . 113. 

T. J4 . II, 30 ; M. U . 111,581 . 
T.H. 11,30. 



396 


26 

+ 

27 

17 

+ 

18, 19 

17 

: 

32, 34, 37, 38 

17 


33 

17 


35 

17 


36 

17 


3 9 ( Adopted 


M.U .III, 581. 

A. A. A . I, 136; A. N . 111,645. 

A.N . Ill, 646; Lahori I (a) , 184, 205; 
Tuzuk, 146, 167. 

Tuzuk , 321, 401 . 

Tuzuk , 381 

Tuzuk , 147, 260, 293-94. 

Lahori I (b) , 322; II, 745; Salih III, 
479. 


17 : 40; 40=Shamsuddin 

Muhtar Kl)an Sabzwari T . M . 1 1 , 2 6. 
Shamsuddin Mukhtar Khan : 

51 = d/o Sultan Husain 

Iftikhar Khan T.M., 26. 


17 ; 41;41=Prince Parvez 
17 : 42;42=Prin ce Shuja f 

Prince 3huja f ;52 

32=d/o Abdur Rahim 
Khan-i Knanan 

32 : 43 


M.U.III, 438. 

Lahori I (b) , 32-33; II, 137-38; 
Sadiq i<&an f. 2 5(b). 

Lahori II, 1 37-38; Sadiq £han 
f .25 (b) . 

H.U . Ill, 439-40. 

Lahori II, 315;M.U.III, 583. 


43 ; 44; 44 ; 47; 47 = Prince LLA., 247; M.U .III, 586. 

Muizuddin 

43-4-17 Lahori 11, 374; Waris, 147. 

43 : 45;45=Mir Niamatullah Lahori II, 374? Waris, 147? 

Kazim, 287 . 

43 ; 46;46=Prince M.A ., 152; M.U .III, 586 

Muizuddin 

34 : 48; 48 = Shahzada __ Lahori II, 485; Waris, 36;M.U. Ill, 
Begum d/o Mir Miran 478-79. 


48 : 4 _ ’;49 = d/o Khalilu- Kazim. , 663; M. U. I II , 479 . 
1 lah Khan Yazdi 






') 07 

48 : 

50? 

50 4- 34 

T.M. II, 63. 

33 = 

Nauras Bano Begum 

M. A. 109, K.K.II, 75; Cf. 

Sadiq Khan, f. 109(a) mentions 




as Yurish Bano? also f 

Kazim 420, mentions as Nawazish 
3ano 3egum. 

33 : 

53, 

54, 55 

Kazim 51, 209, 323. 

53 : 

65 


T.M. II, 35. 

65 = 

Mir 

Muhammad Taqi Sadat 

T.M. 11,35. 


Kfran 


Mir Muhammad Taqi Sadat 
K]jan:66; 66 -f* 53 

T.M. II, 35. 

33 : 

54 


Kazim, 333; T.M. II, 10. 

33 : 

54; 

54 :62 

M.A., 295; T.M. II, 130. 

62 = 

Prince Kam Bakhsh 

M. A. 225; T.M. II, 130. 

33 : 

54; 

54:63 

T.M. II, 25. 

54 : 

64; 

64 = Mirza Ali Naqi 

T.M. II, 23. 

33 : 

56 ; 

56=Asalat Khan 

Kazim, 333? M.U. I, 222-25. 

33 : 

57; 

57 = Prince 

£adiq Khan, f f . 4 3 (b) -44 (a) ; 



Aurangzeb 

K.K. II, 12, 63. 

33 : 

58; 

58 = Mir Salih 

Kazim, 45, 864. 

33 : 

50; 

59 = Prince Murad 

Lahori II, 304-5? Sadiq Khan, 



Bakhsh 

f. 55(b)? K^K. II, 12,63. 

33 : 

60? 

60 = Prince 

§adiq Mjan f,107(a) About this 



Shuj a f 

marriage all other authorities 
are silent. 

33 : 

61? 

61 - Mirza Mu'iz 

M.A.,337? T.M. 11,2; M.U. Ill, 



Musa vi Khan 

6 3 3-36. 

57 = 

Prince Aurangzeb 

Lahori 1(b), 243/ 11, 22. 

Prince Aurangzeb : 67/ 68 

Lahori II, 22, 343; Salih II, 




268-69,391? T.M. 11,15,42,102. 



Prince Aurangzeb: 69; 69= 
Prince Sipahr Shukoh 3/o 


Dara Shukoh 

T.H. II 

Princa 

Aurangzeb : 70 

T.M. II 

Prince 

Aurangzeb ; 71 

Faruki* 


Delhi, 


9 


20 . 


, 10 . 

Aurangzeb & His Times , 
1972, p.544. 



'! n ( 




A I- PEI ; PI X - B 

res i i ok of the: hirzas as mahsabdars 


No. 


lame & Title 


Rank 


Rp f e r price 


AKBAR 


1. 

Mirza Rustam Safavi 

5000/1500 

A.N . Ill . 64 6; Tuzuk, 

nr. 

2. 

Mirza , iuzaffar Husain 

5000/4000 

AJ . Ill, 671 . 

3. 

Mirza Abu Sa 1 id 

350/X 

Ain 328, 555-M.U. Ill, 
441. 

4 . 

Mirza San jar 

350/X 

Ain 328, 555;ii.U. Ill, 
4 4 1 . 



JAHANGIR 


1 . 

Mirza Rusta :i Safavi 

5000/5000 

Tun uk j 111. 

2. 

Mirza Murad Iltifat 
Khan s/o Mirza 

Rustam S favi 

2000/800 

M.U. III. 583. 

3. 

Badi’uzzaman Shnhnnv'az 
K]ian Safavi S/o 

Mirza Rustam 

Arnir 

500/200 

M.U. II, 670j 

Tuzuk, 3 21 

4. 

Mirza Hasan S/o 

Mirza Rustam Safavi 

1500/700 

Tuzuk, 3 69 ; Labor i I, 
184 ;MU III, 477 

C 

m 

Kultafat Kh‘> n s/o_ 
Mirza Rus tm Safavi 

1500/300 

Tuzuk 381. 

6. 

Suhrai Khan s/o 

Mirza Rus tarn Safavi 

1000/400 

Tuzuk, 147. 

7. 

Mirza Haider s/o 

Mirza Muzaffar Husain 

500/150 

Lahori I,185;M.U. 
111,555. 

8. 

Khwaja Beg Mirza Safavi 5000/X 

TuzuK ; 11£.2.£8. 

9. 

Muhammad Salih 

Sipahdar Khan n/0 <f* 
adopted son of Chwaj a 
Beg Mirza $afavi 

5000/5000 

2 3 5 , 299 ?Z . Kh . II , 
261-62. 



APPENDIX— B con td 


-'HO 


SHAHJAHAN 


1. 

Mirza Rustn u Saf avi 

5000/5000 
( Retired ) * 

Lahori I,2 q5 

2. 

iMirza Murad Iltifat 

Khan 

2500/100 

Lahori 11,317 

3. 

Mirza Badi'uzzaman 
Sh~hnawaz Khan 

5000/5 000 ( 2-3h) 

Salih 111,261 

4. 

'-irza Hasan Safavi 

. * 

3000/3000 

War is 71, 130 

5. 

Kirza Haider s/o 
Xu. # affar Husain Safavi 

1000/200 

Lahori 1(b) 311 

6. 

, irza Sultan Safavi 
s/o Mirza Haider Safavi 

3000/1500 

Waris , 365 ; Salih III 
236,455 

7. 

Mir z a Hauzar_s/o Mirza 
Haider Safavi 

* 0 

^00 0/3000 

Waris, 72,133. 

8. 

Saf Shikan Khan s/o 
irza Hosan Safavi 

2000/100 

Lahori 11,583-84; 
Salih 111,459. 

9. 

Khushhal adopted son 
or ".irza Rustam Safavi 

600/400 

Salih, 111,479. 

10. 

Mir Ma'a$um s/o 
Shahnawaz Khan Safavi 

500/4 00 

Appaxdt'ih , £> *5651 

11 . 

Mir Mu'azzam s/o 
Shahnawaz Khan Safavi 

500/500 

Salih, 111,482 

12. 

Mir Salih N/O Shah 
< Ahtas Safavi 

900/200 

Waris 235. 

13. 

i-i irza Murad _ Karri ' _ 3000/3000 

I lukarram Khan Safavi 

s/o Mirza Murad Iltifat Khan 

Salih I T I 247,45" . 

14. 

Muhammad Salih 

* • * 

5000/500** 

Lahori 11,378,720 


Sipahdar Khan 


Tota 1 


31,000/24,200 

(5000x2-3h) 


* M. Athar Ali, Apparatus of Empire , Op; CAtw -,p.l03, 

gives 6000/6000 which is not found - on the pages he has 
referred to. 

** Excluded. 



APPENDIX-R contd 


AURAKGZEB 


1 . 

Mirza^Shahnawaz ^han 
Safavi 

6000/6000 
( 5000x2-3h) 

Died , Kazim, 209 . 

2 . 

Murad Kam Safavi 

5000/3000 

Kazim, 98i. 

3 . 

Mirza Saf Shi Ran Khan 

2000/1000 

M.U. Ill 478-79 

4 . 

Saifuddin Safavi Kamyab 1500/700 

Khan s/o Saf Shikan 

Khan 

Kazim, 870 

5. 

Mirza Sultan s/o 

Mirza Raider Safavi 

4000/3000 

Kazim, 976 

6. 

Mirza §adruddin Safavi 
s/o Mirza Sultan 

3000/1050 

K. A. 4 72, M.U. HI, 69 

7. 

Mirza M a ' a§um s/o 
Shahnawaz Khan 

2000/1250 

Kazim, 333 

8. 

Mir Mu’ azzam Siyadat 
Khan s/o Shahnawaz 

Khan 

1500/700 

Kaz im, 333-34 

9. 

Muhammad Aftsan s/o 
Shahnawaz Khan Safavi 

700/300 

Kazim, 3 34 

10. 

(*)Mir Salih S/L Mirza 
Shahnawaz Khan Safavi 

1500/500 

Kaz im , 3 3 4 

11. 

Mir Ali Haqi Mirza 

3000/1000 

M. A. 4 82 


Safavi J<han S/I Mir_ 
Mu' azzam Khan Safavi 


30, 200/18,500 
Total : (5000x2-3h) 


(*) Apparently the same person as above (llo. 14) under 
Shahjahan. 
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( b) ASAD KB AN'S FAMILY 

a 

Asad Khan's family was/well reputed Turkman family 
of the Qaramanlu tribe. 1 His ancestors had served under 

the Safavid rulers from Shah Ismail's time. Bairarn B^g 

- 2 

(or Bahram Beg) was the governor (H akim ) of Balkh during 

Shah Isma r il's reign and it was he who, alongwith other 

Iranian generals, helped Babur against the Uzbek Sultans 

in the battle of Khurasan, subsequently in the battle of 

3 

Ghajdwan he lost his life fighting against the Uzbeks. 

His sor Husam Beg Qaramanlu was raised to the status of 

Amir and was appointed to Ashkur,^ a district near Gilan, 

5 

during the reign of Shah Tahmasp. His sons, Rustam 

Khan, Farhad Khan , Zulfiqar Khan and Alwand Sultan, were 

_ r _ _ 

also men of rank under Shah Abbas I. Rustam .Khan, the 
eldest among them, probably held some important post at 
Talish (also his native place) where on account of the 

1. Apparently a very small and insignificant tribe. 

2. He was the grandfather of Zulfiqar Khan Qaramanlu 
(No. 5) the grandfather of Asad gfran (No. 13). See 
the Genealogical Chart in Appendix-A. 

3. A. A. A . , Vol. I, p. 40* also Babarnama . tr. (Eng.) 

A.s. Beveridge, Reprint Delhi, 1979, p.359. 

4. Nuzhat-ul Qulub , op.cit ., pp. 65-66; Cf. Hudud-Al Alam . 
tr. V. Minorsky, London, 1937, p.388, reads 'Ashkavar'. 


5 # A » A m A m§ Vol# I g p 0 1 1 3 


no 


enmity with the nobles he was forced to settle in Shirwan, 
then under the Ottoman Turks. However, hostility with the 
Ottoman authorities soon broke out. and the Turks killed 
Rustam Khan alongwith his one or two brothers (names not 
known) and followers. Farhad £ban and his younger 
brothers, gulfiqar Khan and Alwand Sultan, escaped with 
their lives leaving behind one sister, two daughters of 

Rustam Khan and other servants and followers. In the 

€ _ _ 

beginning of Shah Abbas' reign they arrived in Azarbaijan 

_ r _ l _ _ 

and joined the service of Shah Abbas I. Farhad Khan was 

appointed governor of Mazandran with Alwand Sultan as 

2 

his deputy in 1596-97. In 1598-99 he was also appointed 

3 — f 

governor of Astarabad, Herat and the Amir-ul Umara' of 

Khurasan 1 2 3 4 5 6 . But in the same year he was murdered on 

5 _ _ 

account of a suspicion of rebellion. Zulfiqar Khan's 
younger brother Alwand Sultan was first appointed as 
governor of Langar Kanan, a city ( Ulka ) near Ardbil, in 

g 

1591-92. in 1596-97 he acted as deputy for his brother 

1. A.A.A. , Vol . II, p. 752. 

2. Ibid , vol. I, pp. 52o, 542, 565; earlier he appears 
to have served in several battles. Ibid . , pp. 404, 
427-28, 433-34, 436-37, 442-445, 449^3T etc. 

3. Ibid., p. 565. 

4. I bid . , p. 574. 

5. Ibid. , I, p. 575. 


6 . Ibid . , p. 442 . 



Farhad Khan in Mazandran/ where in 1597-98 he joined 


the conspiracy of Alwand Dev, the rebel Qil^dar of 

- 2 - 

Aulad. But the rebellion was soon suppressed by Farhad 

Khan and Alwand Sultan was sent to the Court where he 

f 3 

was pardoned and made free ( mutlaq-ul Iria n) . Nothing more 
is known about him. 

Zulfiqar Khan Qaramanlu, the grand-father of Asad 
Khan, also appears to have held several appointments 
during Sh*ah Abbas I's reign. He was appointed governor 

_ 4 

( Beglarbegi ) of Azarbaijan in 1591-92. As it w as 
customary in the Safavid empire that Beglarbegis alone 
were sent on diplomatic missions, Zulfiqar Khp,n was sent 

5 

as an envoy to the Ottoman empire in 1595-96 and 
returned in 1597-98. ® In 1603-4 he was appointed 
governor ( Hakim ) of Ardb il , and the same year, after 
the recapture of Tabriz, he was made its governor. 7 
In 1606-7 the governorship ( Ay^lat wa Dara i) of Shumakh 
and the Amir-ul Umarai of the entire Shirwan was also 
conferred on him.® During his st^y in Shirwan he defeated 


1. 

A . A , A • 

, 520. 

2. 

One of 

the strongest forts of Tabaris tan. 

3. 

A . A . A . 

Vol. I, pp. 542-43. 

4. 

Ibid . , 

pp. 442, 492, 588. 

5. 

Ibid. , 

pp, 512-13. 

6. 

lb id . , 

p.543. 

7. 

Ibid. , 

II, pp. 638, 640, 642-43. 

8. 

lb id . , 

p. 733. 


H-l 
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Ma^um Khan the governor ( wali ) of Tabarsaran in 1607-8 
on account of his not allowing Zulfiqar Wian to construct 
a fortress at Shabran near his territory to which the 
Khan has been deputed. However, the fortress was built 
and equipped with necessary provisions, and castellans 
(Harisan) were posted.* But the next year (1608-9) 

i — 

some of the officers of Dagjhistan and Tabaristan became 
agitated over the construction of the fortress. Consequen- 
tly Oarchaqai Beg, a confidential officer of the Shah, 
was sent to Shirwan with order to join gulfiqar Khan in 
suppressing the turbulence at Shabran. In the meanwhile 
Qarchaqai Beg received a second order from the Shah by 

which Zulfiqar Khan was put to death by the attendants 

2 c_ - — 

of the Beg. The author of the Alam Ara-i Abbas i explains 

that Zulfiqar Khan on account of his being an important 

and powerful noble had become very proud of his position 

and perhaps had developed a kind of turbulent tendency, 

the signs of which were marked by the king. The other 

reason which he feels to be superficial was that by 

killing Zulfiqar Khan the Shah wanted to reconcile the 
- 3 

officers of Daqhistan. 

The author of Ma*asir-ul Umara * says that after 

Zulfiqar Khan's murder his family members faced hard 

— 4 

times as the Shah did not show them any kindness. It 

might be true because none of the family members is found 

1. A. A. A . , vol. II, pp. 786-87. 

2. Ibid . , p.806. 

3. Ibid . , p.807; also M.U ., vol. II, pp. 86-87. 

4. H « U . , vol. II, p.88. 



p 

'1 


13 


to have been taken into the royal service; even Khanlar 

the only known son of Zulfiqar Khan does not find any 

e - — — * _ _ 

mention in the Alam Ara-i Abbasi . Khanlar appears to 

have arrived in India, as a fugitive towards the close 

_ 1 

of Jahangirlsreign (i.e. 1627). This suggests that 
after his father's death Kfranlar still remained in Iran 
for about twenty-five years. The information of the 
Ma^sir-ul Umar a - * therefore can not be fully accepted. 

In India Khanlar married the daughter of Sadiq 

Khan, Mir Bakfoshi , brother-in-law and a cousin of Nur 

- — _ 2 

Jahan's brother Asaf Khan. He thus established 

matrimonial relations with the most important family 

in the Mughal nouility. Subsequently his children 

and grand children also married in this and some other 

important Iranian families. Muhammad Ibrahim Asad Khan, 

3 

his son, was married to the daughter of Asaf Khan 

whose grand daughter (Shiista Khan's daughter) wa= 

_ 

married to Muhammad Is. nail Zulfiqar Kh"n, son of Asad 

_ 4 _ _ _ 

Khan . A daughter of Khanlar (later entitled Zulfiqar 

1. Lahorl, Vol.I (a), p. 73; also M.u. , op.cit. 

2. Z . Kh . vol. II# p.411; M.U. II# p.88. For A§af KJjan's 

family see Irfan Habib's article in Med. Ind. Misc 
vol. I# pp.cit . pp. 74-95. 

3. MMJ . II, p. 9 3; T.M . p.35. 

4. Ararat # 32 R.Y. 3 October# 1688; M.A. 158; M.U. II 

93; T.M. 31. 
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Khan Qaramanlu) was married to Namdar Khan, son of 

Ja*far Khan and another to prince Zainuddin, a son 

_2 

of Prince Shah Shuja* . Another of Asad Khan's son 
^nayat Khan (by Nawal Eal) was married to a daughter 
of Abul Hasan, the ruler of Hyderabad . 3 Asad Khan's 

four daughters were respectively married to Azizuddin 

_ - 4 _ _ _ _ 

Bahramand Khan; Iftikhar Khan Mufakhir Khan, son of 

_ - 5 _ 

Fakhir Khan Najm-i Sani; Khuda Banda Khan, son of 

6 7 _ 

Shaista than; and Tarbiyat Khan 7 . Asad Khan's two 
grand daughters (by his daughter and the wife of 

Bahramand Khan) were married to Muhammad Taqi Khan the 

— — — — — 8 

son of Uarab Khan Bani Mukhtar , a well reputed family 
of Mukhtar Khan Sabzward. The other grand daughter 

w^s married to Mir Muhammed Mahdi entitled Mir Khan, 

• ~ ' « 


1. Kagim , p.439; M. A . p.27; T.M . , p.8. 

2 . Ibid . ., p . 4 9 3 ; M. U . , II, p . 8 9 . 

3. M. A . , 312-13; M.U . 1(a), 320-21; T.M . , 74. 

4. M . A . 461; M.U . I, 454-457; TJ4. , 16. 

5. Kagjm , p. 858. 

6. Akhbara t , 33 R. Y. 11 July, 1689; Cf. M.A . , p.374. 

7. Akhba rat , 39th R.Y. 18 January, 1696. He was 
perhaps Tarbiyat Khan Mir Atish , son of Darab 
Khan. 

8. M.A . , p.221; T.ri. , p.90. 



son of famous Amir Khan Mir Miran Yazdi , Thus Asad 

Khan'.^ family was well connected with the four 

important Iranian families of /timad-ud Daula, Baqir 

Khan Najm Sani, Mukhtlr Khan ^abzwari and Mir Miran 

Yazdi on the one hand and with the ruling families of 

2 

Mug ha Is and Abul Hasan of Hyderabad on the other. 

Being such a well connected family the rapid 
rise of its members under Shahjahan and Aurangzeb 
becomes easier to explain. Further, the marriage 
pattern of the family in the successive generations 
shows that the Qaramanlu were quite adroit in living 
up to their status by establishing matrimonial relations 
with aristocratic families. Their closest links were 
with the house of Itimad-ud Daula as it appears from 
the genealogical chart that most of their children 
were married in this house. Their other known marriages 
were strictly with those few Iranian families which had 
already established such relations with Itimad-ud Daula. 
It is significant that they always married their 
daughters into Iranian families. The only exception 
was the daughter (No. 14) of Zulfiqar Khan Qaramanlu 

1. M. A . , p.473; T.M. , p.66; M. U. I, pp. 454-457. 

2. See Geological Chart in Appendix -A. 



(No. 12) who was married to a Mugjial prince (No. 18). 

1 

and this was a practically forced marriage. 

Two male members of the family were married to 
the daughters of non-Iranian families. Asad Khan's 
son Muhammad Ishaq (No. 2 7) by a Hindu wife Nawal Ba’i 
(No. 17) was married to a daughter of Abul Hasan, the 
Golkunda ruler ^nd another son Zulfiqar Khan (No. 20) 
was married to Tahira Begum (No. 31) daughter of a 
Turani noble Islam Khan Rum!. 2 

After his arrival in India, but after Jahangir's 
death-, Khanlar appears to have been appointed to the 

Central Command ( qaul ) along with Asad Khan against 

_ — - 3 

Shahryar, Nurjahan's candidate for the throne. In 

1 631 in the battle of Balaghat, against Khan Jahan 
Lodi and Nizamul Mulk, Khanlar rendered good services 

4 

in the left wing of the imperial forces. In 1632 

he was granted the rank of 1000/600 and the next year 

— _ _ 5 

his ancestral title of Zulfiqar Khan . In 1634 he 

1. Kasim , p. 493; M. U, , II, 89. 

2. T, 14 . , p.72 . 

3. Lahori, Vol. I (a), pp. 72-73. 

4. Ibi d. , pp. 405-406. 

5. Ibid., p.476; Cf. Laiq Ahmad, The Prime Minister s 
o f Aurangzeb , Allahabad, 1976, pp. 100-101 says 

that the title was given by JahSngir. He has confused ■ 
him with Muhammad Beg who was given the same title 
in 1614. See Tuzuk , pp. 134-135. 



1 


received his first independent appointment as Faujdar 
of Hiyan-i Do~b being promoted to the rank of 1500/800. 
in course of time he laid many important offices like 
D aroqjia-i Top&iana , Qiladar of Lahore fort, f aujd~r of 
Mandsor and finally attained the office of g ub^dar of 

Bihar and the rank of 3000/3000 in the 3oth R.Y. of 

_ 2 

Sh*’hjahan (i.e. 165 6). Later, when struck with paralysis, 
he took to retirement and settled in fatna where he died 
in 1 6 60 . ^ 


His eldest son Muhammad Ibrahim entitled Asad Khan 
(Asaf-ud Daula Jumla-ul Mulk) started his career under 
Shahjehan being first appointed as Akhtabeai (Master of 
horse) in 1653 with the rank of 1500/600. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 In 1657 
he was appointed to the more important position of 

_5 

second Baj^sh i which he relinquished in the 13th R.Y. 
of Aurangzeb (1671) being further promoted to the office 

Q 

of Deputy Djwan . Subsequently the office of M ir Dakhsh 


1. Lahori 1(b), p.lQl. 

2. War is, pp. 347-48. 

3. Kazim, 43 9; M , A . , 27; M. U. 

4. Waris, p. 208, 211. 

5. Salih, vol. Ill, p.244. 

6 . ri . A . , 1 0 3 . 

7. Ibid., p. 108. 


II, pp. 88-89. 


I -Hi 



was added to it. In 1676 he was exalted to the highest 

- i 

post of wazjr which he held for the longest tenure in 
the Mughal Empire, right to the end of Aurangzeb' s reign 
He also then held the highest rank assignable to a noble 
namely, of 7000/7000. 1 2 3 4 5 6 


Muhammad isma*il entitled Itiqad Khan later 
Zulfiqar Khan , the son of Asad Khan, also held several 

posts during Aurangzeb's reign. Starting his career 

_ 3 

at the age of eleven with the rank of 300 zat in 1668, 
Zulfiqar Khan occupied the most important central ; ost 
of Mir Ha and attained the high rank of 6000/ 

5 

6000 towards the close of Aurangzeb’s reign. Besides 
holding so many important offices both Asad _Kh a n and 
Zulfiqar Khan are found to have been successfully 
engaged in a number of battles, ^ 


1. M . A . , pp. 152, 281; M. U . I (a), p. 311; Cf. MaViuri, 
f. 144(b) gives the year as 16th R.Y. i.e. 1673. 

2. M . A . , p. 302; M.U. . Vol. I (a), p. 312. 

3. i , ■ . A . , p. 71; M. U . II, 93; Satish Chandra, 1 arties 
and Politics at the Mughal Court , (Second edition) 
New Delhi, 197^ , p.2, makes a slip when he gives 
the date of his first mansab as 1660 and the date 
of his birth as 1649 ( 1 1 years ) , The date of his 
birth in 1657 has been supported with a chronograme 
11 Ze Burj Asad ru namud Aftab " by Magir-ul Umar a , 

op.cit. 

4. M.A . 461; M.U . , II, 96; T.U ., p.72 (in 1702). 

5. M.U . II, 97; T.U. . 72 (in 1705). 

6. See their respective biographies in M. U . 



e _ _ x 

Muhammad Ishaq entitled Inayat Khan was another 
son of Asad Khan by Nawal Bai, the lady being popularly 

known as 'Rani'. He was an expert calligraphist and for 

_ 2 

a time held the office of the Daroqha of jewel house. 

In 1689 he is known to have been reinstated to his 

3 

previous mangab of 700/150. He was married to a daughte 

_ 4 

of Abul Hasan the ruler of Golkunda . His sons were 
named Muhammad Salih and Mirza Kazim. The former held 

a moderately high mangab and the titles of I*tiqad Khan 

<■ _ _ _ _ 5 

and Inayat Khan during the reign of Jahandar Shah . 

In the 29th R.Y. of ShahjaKan (1656) a third son of 
Asad Khan named Darab is noticed for the first time, 
being granted an inam of Rs.2oOO/-^. He was perhaps 
a younger brother of Zulfiqar Khan (their mother being 
Mihr-un Nisai a daughter of Asaf Khan) . Nothing more 
could be traced about him. 

According to the Maagjrul Umar a' ’, Zulfiqar Khan 

— - 7 

Nusrat Jang was childless ( Aulad nadasht) , but 

1. The title was conferred on him in the 32nd R.Y. of 
Aurangzeb, T . U . , p.115. 

2. H. U . , vol. I (a), pp. 320-21. 

3. Akhbara t . 33 R.Y. , 30 July & 3 November, 1689. 

4. M . A . , pp. 312-313; Ma r muri, f. 185(a); M. U. vol. 1(a), 
pp. 320-321. 

5. M.U. , Vol. I (a), pp. 320-321; T.U . , 

6 . War is , p. 313. 

7. M.U . , Vol. II, p.105. 


p. 74 



curiously enough in 1686 one Yusuf the son of Zulfiqar 

Khan appears to have been sent, along with other 

generals, as a special officer (s azawali ) und^r 

1 

Lutfullah Kh)an in the campaign of Hyderabad. That 
Sulfiqar Khan was not childless is further corroborated 
by the account of William Norris, an English Ambassador 
visiting Aurangzeb's Court towards the close of his 
reign. Durina his stay at Rrahmapuri (or Islampuri) 
in 1701 William Norris' surgeon, on the request of one 
of Zulfiqar Khan's wives, treated her child who was 
only "one of 10 surviving and ye hopes of ye family, 

2 

all dyinge of ye same fitts this child labours under".' 

We may in the end mark the fact that, all in 
all, Asad Khan's was a very small family with only 
three male members who could attain rank and power 
in the Mughal nobility. Their sons-in-law and grandsons 
in-law have not been taken into account as members 
of this family, because almost all of them were related 
or belonged to the great house of Itimad-ud Daula.^ 


1 . Ma*rnuri, f . 164 (b) . 

2. Harihar Das, The Norris Embassy to Aurangzeb 
( 1 699-1 702 ) . Calcutta, 1959, p. 264. 


3. See ante Section I; also Irfan Habib's article 
op. cit. 




An analysis of the appendices showing the careers 
(in tabulated form) of the Qaramanlus in India reveals 
that the two Zulfiqar Khan, one the father of Asad Khan 
and the other his son, were military generals by 
virtue of their profession. They are found to have been 
deputed, most of the time, on important military 
expeditions or entrusted with assignments pertaining 
to the maintenance of law and order such as gubedar , 
faujdar , Qiladar , Darogfoa-i top k fcana , Bakhshi and Qurbeqi 
(keeper of arsenal) etc. Asad Khan, on the other hand, 
held mostly administrative offices like A kb tab egi 
(master of horse) , 1 Ar? Waqa'i S uba j a t , Deputy Diwan 
and Nazir 1 . As second ba frftsh i and Mir bakhsh i too he 

2 

is not found to have accompanied any military expedition. 
Perhaps an independent command was never given to him 
though forthis he once expressed his desire among his 
friends. "I have never been appointed on outside 
expeditions, if per chance appointed people will 
acknowledge my organising capacity and administrative 
efforts**. This conversation was reported verbatim to 

1. See Appendix-B. 

2. in 1674 he was first sent to Kabul together with 
prince Akbar M. A. , pp. 133, 136; then after about 

r nine years in 1682 he served along with Prince 
r AgimuddIn to check Rathor activities in Ajmer, 

M.’a . , 213. 

3. Muhammad Abdul Wahid (ad.), Ruqat-i Alamqjr i, Lucknow, 
1294 AH., letter No. 153, pp. 41-42. This letter has 
also been translated by J.H. Bilimoria, Ruka 1 at-i 
Alamqjri tr. Delhi, 1972, 147. For a slightly different 
version also see M. A . , pp. 352-53. 
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the Fmperor who accordingly sent him in 1693 to 
reinforce his son Zulfiqar Khan in the siege of 
Jinji. It was for the first time in 1701 that he was 
given full command of imperial force besieging Khelna 
and was granted the title of A mir-ul Umara *. From our 
table it is clear that the military career of Asad 
Khan started with his arrival in the Deccan in 1684 
(second time), and he is found to have been continuously 
engaged there till 1702. After that due to his old age 
and ill health he remained in constant attendance of 
Aurangzeb . 

Zulfiqar Khan Nusrat Jang provides an example 
of a full-time military commander who was, throughout 
his life, engaged in campaigning. If Asad Khan was a 
successful civil administrator, Zulfiqar Khan was 
equally good on the military front. His matchless 
generalship may be judged by the fact that in 1705 
during the siege of wagingera fort, at a time when the 
Mughal Commanders like Chin Qulich Khan, Muhammad Amin 
Khan, Tarbiyat Khan etc. had failed, Aurangzeb recalled 
Zulfiqar Khan from Burhanpur, writing to him with his 

own hands to take the command of the imperial army. 

_ — _ 2 

Zulfiqar Khan ultimately captured the fort. 

1 . M. A . , p.450. 

2. M.A. , pp. 502-505; M.U. , II, pp. 96-97. 
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Our tables also reveal that the family of 
Asad Khan enjoyed considerable power throughout the 
reigns of Shah j aha n and Aurangzeb as some of the very 
important and confidential posts were held by the 
members of the family. Rankwise too, they enjoyed a 
high position especially under Aurangzeb. Asad jehan 
held the rank of 7000/7000 and titles like Amir-ul 
Umar a ', Jumdat-ul Mul k, madar-ul Muhami while his son 
Zulfiqar Khan those of Nu?ra t Jang and B aha dur and 
held the rank of 6000/6000. The latter was also 
granted the most dignified insignia of Mahi i-laratib . 1 

Lastly, it may be noted here that not w.i^hstan- 

2 

ding their doubtless loaylty and sincerity to the 


1. Rug f at-i AlamqTrj , op. cit.. Ruga no. 16, p.7; 
also see Isar Das N^>gar, Futuhat-j r AlamaIrI , 
(hereafter Futuhat ) . B.M. MS. Add. 23884, f. 160 

r Cf. Tasneern Ahmad, Ishwar Das Naqar’ s Futuhat-i 
A lamglr l, (Eng. tr.) , Delhi, 1978, p. 2 69~! 

For Mahi-o Maratib , see William Irvine, Th e Army 
of t h e Indian Moghuls . D°lhi, 1962, p.33. 

2. Manucci writes that after his accession to the 
throne Aurangzeb wrote to Shahjahan asking for a 
gift of the jewels under his possession. But 
Shahjahan, in place of the required jewels, sent 
him the loyal Asad Khrui, a person whom he strongly 
recommended, declaring that he might be more 
safely trsuted than any other living being. See 
Storia Do Mogor, ( 1653 - 1708 ) , Vol. II, pp. 20-21; 
also Vol. IV, p. 241 for Asad Khan's reply to 
Prince Kam Bakhsh for not handing over the imperial 
treasures as long as the Emperor wss alive, in 

his last will Aurangzeb mentioned that "There is 
not, nor will there (ever) be any wazi r better than 
Asad Khan", the letter has been quoted by J.N*S?rkar 
in H istory of Aurangzeb , vol. V, p.262. In his 
letters to Asad j<han and Zulfiqar Khan, Aurangzeb 
always addressed them by using the phrase 'My 
Sincere and devoted (servant) ' . See relevant letters 
in Rugat-i Alamgirj , op. cit. 



empire sometimes they appear to have become the target 

of Aurangzeb ' s displeasure.^" Moreover, Asad Kfran seems 

to have misused his position of wazir and benefitted by 

his close association with the Qmperor. In 1679 Asad 

Khan appears to have been promised a bribe of Rs.20,000 

by the English Factors for procuring a custom free 

farman from the Emperor. 3ut the latter refused saying 

3 

that he could not grant it even for 22 lacs of rupees. 
However, there are a number of parwanas issued by the 
grand wazir Asad Khan proclaiming and ensuring the desired 

4 

concessions to the English merchants from time to time. 


1. t) ur ing the siege of Jinji Asad Khan was ordered to 
hasten to Zulfiqar Kh an 1 s help. As he delayed in 
going the Emperor remarked 'It is easy to make a 
boast but it is quite different to make it true, 
and also read the verse 'Don't boast any more of 
yourself (being a Turk) because your Turkship has 
ended' Rugat- 1 ^1 amql rl , op.cit., pp. 41-42* See 
also M. A . , 352-53. In 1705 after the conquest of 
Wakinkhera Zulfiqar Khan was not given due rewards 
on account of some reasons. M.U . , II, 97. 

2. He enjoyed the privilege of visiting the Emperor 
in Gulaibar (enclosure) riding on his palki which 
was frorbidden to all the nobles_and Princes except 
those who had been granted palkls by the Emperor. 
Multafat Kh§n, another intimate servant, was also 
allowed. See M.A . , 354. 

3. R.C. Temple (ed.) The Diaries of Streyansham Master 
1675-1680 . vol. 11^ London, 19li, p. £9^ (hereafter 
see Master) . 

4. Farmans , Nlshans and Parwanas , op.cit., pp.48, 49, 
58 , 59. These Parwanas belonged to the 21st and 
23rd R.Y. of Aurangzeb. 



William Norris writes "In dealing with officials at the 
Mughal Court-as, indeed, at any other court in the 
world-there was the problem of appeasing the underlings, 
who always took undue advantage of their priviledged 
position. It was equally impossible to determine whether 
they had been genuinely commissioned by their superiors 
to do a certain thing, and how far they represented 
affairs to their masters as they really were"/ Elsewhere 
he criticises the great nobles like deputy wazir Arshad 

Khan, second bakhshi Ruhullah Khan, and Mir Bakhshi 

_ 2 
Bahramand Khan for their illegal exactions but never, 

however, complains against Asad Wian and Zulfiqar Khan 

with whom he was on friendly terms and the two had been 

instrumental in procuring and sending for him dastaks 

3 

to Masulipatnam and Surat, 


1, The Norris Embassy to Auranqzeb , op.cit., 271, 

2. Ibid ,, pp. 276-77. 


3. Ibid . , pp. 275-276 



GENEALOGICAL CHART OF ASAD KHAN’S FAMILY 
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13. Muhammad Ibrahim Asad Khan 
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references to the Genealogical Chart 


/ 

‘i 


') < 
L. y 


I 



indicates 

'Father of' 

+ 

II 

'Brother/Sister of 

= 

tl 

'Husband/. life of' 

• 

• 

II 

'Grandson of' 

v L 

t| 

'Son-in-law of' 

d/o 

II 

'daughter of' 


Numbers prefacing the names 
of persons in the Chart 

Sources 

1 : 2 

A. A. A., I, 112 

2 :3, 4, 5, 6 

A. A. A., I, 443 

3+4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 

A. A. A., II, 752. 

3:10, 11 

Ibid. 

4+5, 6 

Ibid. I, 442, 449, 52 , 542, 57 
588 

5:12 

M.U. II, 85 

12=d/o Sadiq Khan 

Z.Kh. II, 411; M.U. II, 88. 

12:13 

Sadiq Khan, f. 89(b): Kazim, 439; 
M.U-I, 310; T.M. 35, 74." 

12:14, 14=18 

Kazim, 493; M.U. II, 89 

12:15, 15+13, 15=19:28 

T.M. 8 

19&L2 

KSsim, 439; M.A. 27 

13=16, 13?£ Asaf Khan 

M.U. II, 93; T.M. , 35 

13=17, 13:27 

Akhbarat, 25 R.Y. 10 Sept. 1681; 


MefmurT, f. 185(a) M . A . , 3 1 2 ; 
M.U. 1(a) 320-21. 


13:27, 27:29, 29+30 


T.M. 74; M.U. 1(a), 320-321. 

27=d/o Abul Hasan 

of 

Akhbarat, 32 R.Y., 4 Oct. 1688; 

Hyderabad 


Ma'muri, f # 185(a); M.A., 312-313 

13:20 


M.U. I (a) 320-21; T.M. 72. 

13:21 


Waris, 313 

13:22 (22 died in 

childhood) Kazim, 757-58 

13:23, 23=32, 32^13 


M.A. , 461; M.U. I, 454-5 7 ; T. M. 1 6 . 

13:24,24=33 


Akhbarat, 33 R.Y., 11 July, 1689 
M.A. , 374. 

13:25, 25=34 


Akhbarat, 39 R.Y.,18 January, 16 

T.M. , 22. 

13:26, 26=35 


K5gim, 858; Akhbarat, 4 R.Y. 166 


20=d/o Shaista Khan Akhbarat, 32 R.Y. 3 Oct., 1683; 


M.A. 158; M.U. II, 93. 


20%_ Shaista Mian/ 20-fAsaf 
Khan 

T.M. 31. 

20=31 

T.M. 72. 

20:36 

Malnur I , f . 1 6 4 (b ) 

32:37, 38 

M.U„ I, 454-457. 

37=39 :41 S /£32&23 

Ibid.; T.M., 90. 

38=40 

Ibid.; Ibid., 66r M.A. 47^ 



APPENDIX-B 
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MANSABS AND APPOINTMENTS HELD 
BY ASAD KljAN ' 3 FAMILY 

(A) under shahjahan 




1. 

Khanlar, Zulfiqar Khan 


S.N. 

Year 

Rank 

Title 

Appointment 

Source 

1. 

1627 



In the central 
command with 

A?af M^an in 
the battle 
against 

Shahryar . 

Lahori I 
(a) 73. 

2. 

1631 



In the left 
wing command 
of the imperial 
army in the 
Deccan. 

Lahori I (a ) , 
406; Z.Kh. 

II, 411; 

T.U. 71. 

3. 

1632 

1000/600 



Lahori 1(a), 
432. 

4. 

1633 


Zulfiqar 

Khan 


Lahori 1(a), 
476. 

5. 

1634 

1500/800 


Fauj dar of 
Miyan-i Doab 

Lahori I (b) , 
101; TJJ. 71 

6 . 

1638 



Bakhshi of 

Dara ' s contin- 
gent in the 
Qandahar 
expedition. 

Lahori, II, 
140-141; 
Sadiq Khan, 
ff. 50(a)- 
51 (a) 

7. 

1639 



Darogfra-i 

Topkb^na 

Lahori, II 
154. 

8. 

1640 

2000/800 


Qiladar of 
Lahore fort 

Lahori, II, 
198, 223; 

T.U. , 71. 

9. 

1642 

2000/1200 


Faujdar of 
Mandsor 

Lahori II, 
306; T.U., 7 

10. 

1644 

2000/1500 

(500x2-3h) 


Tuyuldar of 
Pargatta 

Bhojpur (Bihar) 

Lahori II, 
380; T.U. 71 



11. 

1653 

3000/2000 


12. 

1656 

3000/3000 

Subedar of 
Bihar 



2. 

Muhammad Ibrahim, Asad Khan 

1 . 

1651 

1000 gat 

(A) UNDER SHAHJAHAN 

2. 

1653 

1500/600 

Asad Khan AKhtabeqi 

3. 

1655 

2000/600 

( Arz VSaqa’x 
Subajat 

4. 

1657 

7000/800 


5. 

1656 


Second _ 
BaKbshi 



(3) 

UNDER AURANGZEB 

6. 

1658 

3000/1500 

Second_ 
3akhshl (H) 

7. 

1659 

3500/2500 


8. 

1663 

4000/2500 


9. 

1664 

4000/3800 


10. 

1670 


Dy. Diwan 

11. 

1671 


Mir BaKhshi 

12. 

1673 


Dy. Diwin 
(Resigned) 

13. 

1673 


Sent to Kabul 
along with 
Prince Akbar 
to suppress 
the Afghans. 


•',31 


Waris, 208, 296 . 

Waris, 347-348; 
*’t.U. 71. 


T.U . , 196 

Waris, 208, 211, 
237; Sadiq Khan 
f.0 9 (b ) ; ~T . U . 
196. 

Waris, 289, 296, 
T.U . ", 196. 

Waris, 361. 

Salih, III, 

244; ' Cf .T.U. , 
196. 


Kagim, 119, 
157; T.U. 196. 


Kagim, 395- 
96. 

Kazim, 762. 
Kazim, 84 3. 

M.A . , 103. 

M.A . ,108; 

M.U. I (a), 313. 


M.A . , 125-26. 


M.A. , 133, 136. 







•I •) u 

14. 

16 76 


Wazir 

M.U. 1(a), 

311; T.U.196. 

15. 

1677 


Deputed in the 
Deccan . 

M.A. , _ 1 6 1 ; 

Mdmurl , f . 1 4 9 
(b ) ; M.U. I 
(a) 312. 

16. 

1681-82 


Deputed with 
Prince Azim- 
uddin to 
check Rathor 
acti vi ties . 

M.A. , 213; 
Futubat, f f . 
83(b) 84(a). 

17. 

1694 


Visited 

Aurangzeb 

at 

Ahmadnagar 

M.A., 241; 

M.U. I, (a) 

312. 

18. 

1687 


Granted 

Masnad-i 

Wizarat 

M . A . , 281; 

M.U. 1(a), 

312. 

19. 

1688 7000/7000 



M.A., 30 2; 

MhU. I (a), 312. 

20. 

1690 


In the 
conquest of 
Nandial fort 

M.A . t 354 . 

21. 

1692-93 


In the siege 
of Wakankhera 
etc. 

M. A. , 354-59 . 

22. 

1693 


In the siege 
of Jinji 
fort . 

M . A . , 356. 

23. 

1698 7000/7000 



M.A. , 391-92. 

24. 

1699 


Appointed at 
Brahmapuri 
(Islampuri) 
to guard 
imperial 
harem. 

M.A. , 408; 

M.U. 1(a), 314. 

25. 

1701 

Amir-ul 

Umara' 

Commanded 
Mughal troops 
besieging the 
fort of Khelna 

M.A., 445,450; 
T.U., 196. 

• 




r— _ _ 

3 . Muhammad Ismail Zulfiqar Kban 


1 . 

1668 300/ sat 



M.A., 71. 

2. 

1673-74 


Appointed in 
Kabul . 

T.U . , 71. 

3. 

1677 

e ^ 

Itiqad 

Khan 


M.A., 158. 

4. 

1679 


Bakhshi of 
Ahdis 

M . A . , 176. 

5. 

1681-82 1500/300 


Appointed in 

Aj mer; defeated 
Rathors in 
Merta . 

M.A. , 213; 214- 
TT; Akhbarat, 
25th R.Y. 
December, 1681; 
M.U., 11,93-94; 
T.U., 72. 

6. 

1684 


Sent towards 
Zafarabad 
(Bidar) with 
a strong force 

M.A. , 243. 

• 

7. 

1684 2000/400 


Qurbeqi, 

conquered 

chanda. 

M.A., 250-51; 

T.U., 72. 

8. 

1684-85 


Sent towards 
Sangamnir, 
and Bidar. 

M.A. , /?52, 259. 

9. 

1685 


Thanedar of 
Indi 

M.A. 266. 

10. 

1686 


Punished 
Marathas near 
Mangalbeda. 

M.A., 28 3. 

11. 

1687 


Daroqba-i 

M.A., 297; 




G]ausal Khana. 

M.U., II, 94. 

12. 

1688 


Sent to conquer 
Bangalore 
fort 

Futuhat, 
ff . 127 (b) - 
131 fa).. 

13. 

1689 3000/2000 

Zulf .iqar 
Khan 

Sent to conquer Akhbarat, 33 RY 
the fort of 4 November, 1 589 
Raheri. M.A. 331, 332; 


M.U., II, 94. 



14. 1691 4000/2500 

Conquered the 

M.A. 345; 


fort of Nirmal 

i.. J. II, °4. 


(Trinomali ) . 


15. 1692-93 4000/3000 

Appointed to 

M.A., 351, 352- 


Conquer fort 

53, 354-59, 


of Jinji. 

M.U. 11,94. 

16. 1694 5000/3000 


M.A. , 369. 

17. 1695 5000/4000 

Musrat j ang 

M.A. , 374; 

M.U., II, 95. 

18. 1698 5000/5000 

Conquered fort 

M.A., 392; 


of jinji 

M.U. 11, 95-96 


(renamed 
Nusratgarh 
after his 
name) . 


19. 1699 

Daroqiia-i- 

Jilau 

(A.C.) 

M.A. , 406. 

20. 1700 

Sent towards 

M.A.,_430, 432 


Parnala under 
Prince Bedar 
Ba&jjt, crushed 
Dhanna Jadav. 

Mamurl, f . 197 (a 

21. 1702 

Mir Bakbshi 

M.A. , 461; 

MJJ. ,11, 96, 97. 

22. 1703 

Sent towards 
Burhanpur to 
punish 

Ma rath as . 

M.A. , 470. 

23, 1705 

Deputed in 

M.A., 502-50"*; 


the siege of 

Mamurl , f . 205 (b 


Wakankhera 

M.U. ,11, 96-97; 


fort. 

T . U . , 72. 

24. 1706 6000/6000 

Sent towards 

M.A., 511,512; 


Aurangabad to 
pun i oh 
Marathas; 
recaptured 
Kondana 
(Bakbshanda 
3akhsh) . 

M.U. , II, 97. 



(c) FAMILY O r 1 RUHULLAH KHAN 


The family of Puhullah Khan - the Kir Bakhshi. 
of Aurangzeb - was an important Iranian family some 

of whose members came to India in 1606 in a very 

1 _ 

destitute condition. His grandfather Mir Khplilullah 
Yazdj the son of Mir Miran of Yazd was a descendant of 

Saivid Nuruddjn Shah Ni^imatullah Wali whose descent 

_ , _ 2 

was traced to Imam Musa Kazim (the 7th Imam) . Before 

their migration to India the ancestors of Ruhullah Khan 

had served under the $afavid rulers of Iran since Shah 
c 3 

Is. nail Safavi's time. They had held important offices 
and some of them had earned the title of M urtaga'- l 

L\ 

rnamaliK-: Islam (the chosen of the realms of Islam) . * 
The fa iiily also had the privilege of marriage alliances 
with the Safavid family as it appears from the genealo- 


1. Tuzuk , pp. 62-63; M. U . , III, p. 341 . 

2. Mj_U. , III , p.335. 

3. A detailed account_of the^family has been given in 
the biography of Mir Khalilullah Yazdi in K. U . , III, 
pp. 3 35-34 2 . 

4. Shah Niamatullah II and his son Mir Miran I had 
this title. See A . A. A . , I, pp. 132, 228; M. U . , II I, 
p.339. It may also be pointed out that in A . A . A . 
members of this family have been mentioned”wi th 
the prefix 'Shah 1 (viz. Shah Ni f amatullah, Shah 
Khalilullah etc.), while in the Mughal chronicles 
prefix 'Mir' has been invariably used to their 
names, which I have followed here. 
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gical charts appended to this chapter. In the text 

below the numbers within brackets after each name 

rpfer to the serial numbers given in the charts. Mir 

Khalilullah I's (No. 6) grandfather Saiyid NaJmuddln 

Shah Niamatullah II (No. 2), married Khanish Eegurn, 

a sister of Shah Tahmasp Safavi, 1 whose daughter (N^.4) 

(probably Pari Paikar Khanum of M.U. , III / p.339) was 

married to Ismael Mirza (later Shah Ismail II) the 

2 

son of Shah Tahmasp in 1554-55. Mir Niamatullah in 
(No. 5) and his younger brother Mir Khalilullah Yazdi 
I (No. 6) the sons of Amir Ghyasuddin Mir Miran I (No. 3) 
were also married to Safavid princesses. The former 
married Khanish Khanam, a daughter of Shah Tahmasp 
and the latter married Shah Isrnail II's daughter Sultan 

3 4 

Begum (No. 8) . After Khanish (Chanam's death in 1590-91 , 
during the reign of Shah Abbas I, Mir Niamatullah married 

1. A. A. A . , I,p.l32 ; Tuzuk, pp.62, 150? Cf. M.U . ,111, 
p.339 mentions her name as Danish Khanam. 

2. A. A. A . , I, p.132; Tuzuk , p.62; Cf. M.U . Ill, p.339 
mentions a daughter of Mir Niamatullah I as Paripaikar 
(fairy-faced) Khanam who_was perhaps the same 
daughter married to Isma*Il Mirza. 

3. A. A. A . I. pp. 136, 228; Tuzuk , p.62,150? M.U. , III, p.339. 


4. Ibid , p.136, vol. II, p.431 



another daughter of Shah Tahmasp, Khadija Sultan Bequm, 

the I’idow of Ja nshrd Khan^ , who was governor (M al i) of 

2 - - 

Eih-pas (in Gilan) . 


Thn .M acigir-ul Umara* tells us that Shah Niama tu] lah 

II 1 s ("'0.2), father Mir Nizamuddin Abd (Ko.l), was Sadr 

of 5h“h Ismail Sefavi and afterwards when the vaki l of the 

State, Amir Najm-i Sani v;as killed at Gha idiwan the Mir 

3 

was appointed the royal va kil . During the reign of Shah 
Tahmaso, Ghyasuddin Muhammad Mir Miran 1^ (Mo. 3) held 
charge of the entire Suyurqhal s ( Sahib-i Suyurqhala t- i 
K ul 1 i ) and held some very important office (m asngd-i 
‘ aziria t-o-igbal ) in yazd. The total income from the property 


1. A . A. A . , p.135. For Jamshed Khan’s murder see A. f .A . 

I, pp. 265-66. 

2. Bih-pesh and Bih-pas were the two cities ( itlka ) 
in Gilan. See A , A . A . , I, p.265. 

i-j . U. , 111, pp .34 o—l 1 wronqly mentions Shahr Bano 
Begum, another wife of Mir Niama tul lah, as having 
d i nd in the 4 th P..Y. of Shoh “Abbas I in Isfahan; this 
is because of confusion with Khanish Begum who di^d 
that year. S~e A . A . A . , II, p.431. Shahr Bano Begum 
was a younger sister of Khadijah Begum and was married 
to Salman Khan, son of Shah “Ali Mirza Ista j lu 
during the reign of Khuda Banda. See A . A . A . , I, 
pp.136, 260, 280. 

3. M . U . , III, pp. 338-39. 

4. Besides holding the ancestral title of Mu rta?a-i 
Mamalik-j Islam , he was also honoured to be styled 
( lagab ) as h r j uma nd B iradari (the revered brother) 

See A. A. A. , I, p~" ^28. 



438 


perquisites of the family (h asil-i iffllak wa idrarat-i 

— 1 

musallamiyat-i an silsilah ) amounted to 5000 tumans . 

During Shah Abbas I's reign, Mir Khalilullah Yazdi I 
(No. 6) the son of Mir Miran Yazdi I (No. 3) and the great 

grand father of Ruhullah Khan I (No. 38) was granted 

- 2 

charge of Yazd by the Shah in 1590-91. Subsequently, 

Mir Khalilullah Yazdi I was censured by the Shah for 
certain reasons and he lost his property as a result. 

From fear of his life he fled with his two sons Mir 
Miran II (No. 9) and Mir Zahlruddin (No. 10) to India and 
waited upon Jahangir at Lahore in 1606. He was graciously 
received by the Emperor and besides a cash award of 

Rs. 12,000/-, was granted the rank of 1000/200, together 

- - 3 

with a Jaqir . In 1608, he fell ill after over-eating 
mangoes and died of severe diarrhoea at Agra. During 
this short association of about two years with Jahangir 
Mir Khalilullah I had attained so much reputation in 
the court and closeness to the emperor that the latter 
was quite grieved on his death; and whatever he left 

behind in cash and kind was allowed to be sent to his 

_ _ 4 _ 

children in Iran ( vilayat ) . His two grandsons - Mir 

1 • A , A , A . , I , p . 1 4 5 . 

2. Ibid., II, p.431; M.U . , III, p.341. 

3. Tuzuk . p. 63 ; M.U. , III, 341. 

4. Ibid , pp. 69,150. 
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Abdul Hadi (No. 13) and Khalilullah Khan II (No. 14) the 
sons of Kir Miran Yazdi n (No. 9), from his Iranian 
wife, had remained in Iran oa account of their tender 
age. Jahangir in a letter to Shah f Abbas asked that they 
be allowed to come to India. 1 


After Mir Khalilullah ' s death, his two sons 
Mir Mirln II (No. 9) and Mir Zahiruddin (No.lO) received 
high favours. They were respectively taken into service 
in the 10th and 17th R.Y. and each one of them was 
initially granted the rank of 1000/400. 2 Mir gahiruddin, 

3 

who joined the service in 1622 could not make progress 

and having resigned from the service went into retire- 

4 _ 

ment . in 1632 Shahjahan granted him an annual allowance 

5 _ 

of Rs . 18, 000/-. Mir Miran I, however, was appointed 
first as f aujdar of Mewat in 161 9 6 and then gubedar of 


1. M. U . , III, p.341-42. The letter was sent by ]Khan 
f Alam Mirza Barkhurdar who went on an embassy to 

Iran in 1613 and after a long stay came back to India 
in 16^0. See M . U . , I , pp. 732-36 in the biography of 
Khan Alam* also the biography of Mir 5^bdul Hadi, 

Asalat I<han M . U . I, pp. 167-172. The * A lam Aral 'Abba si , 
however, does not refer to the letter and the 
children. See A , a . A . Ill, 939,951. For the letter 
sent with Khan f Alam, see Riazul Islam • indp-Persian 
Relation s, Karachi, 1970, p. 74 n. 

2. Tuzuk , p. 150, 347. 

3. Ibid . , p.346. 

4. M.U. , III, p.342. 

5. Lahori 1(a), p.432; M.U . Ill, p.342. 

6. Tuzuk, p.310. 
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1 

Delhi in 1620. His rank was also successively 

2 3 

raised to 2500/1400 m 1622 , in which year he died . 

After its establishment in India the family 
of ".ir Miran Yazdi II succeeded in contracting matrimo- 
nial relations with important Iranian families. It 
may be noted that only the male members of this family 
married in the family of I*timad-ud Daula. Mir Miran 
II himself married Saliha Bano Begurn (No.ll) a daughter 
of " ,af hhan 4 , his son Khalilullah Khan II (To. 14) married 

Hamida Eano Begum (No. 17), a daughter of Mirza Safi 

• 

CZ — . _ 

Saif Khan , the son-in-law of Asaf Khan and a great 

grandson of Aqa Mulla Dawatdar of Qazwin. 6 Ruhullah W?an 

_7 

1 (No. 38) married a daughter (No. 41) of Shaista Khan , 
and a grandson of Khalilullah Khan II. Mir _Khan (:io,42) 

the eldest son of Amir Khan Mir Miran III(No.36) married 
a daughter (No.57) of Azizuddin Bahramand Khan, the 

grandson of Sadiq Khan Mir Bakhshi. 8 

1. Tuzuk , p.324. 

2 . Ibid . , p.344. 

3. Ibid., p.352. 

4. M.U . HI, pp. 341-42. 

5. Ibid . 1(b) , p.775. 

6. Irfan Habib's article op.cit. Genealogical Chart *i ' 
p.84 . 

7. Kazim, p. 477; M.U . II, p. 309, 706. 

8. bA., P.473; M.U . 1(a), p.286, 454; II, p.72g. 
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Among other Iranian families with which the 
family of Mir Miran Yazdi II entered into marriage 
alliances were those of the Safavi Mirzas of Qandahar, 

/ > _ — — —4 1 mm 

Ali Mardan Khan Zig, and Mirza Badi of Mashhad. Mir 

Nimatullah (No. 12) , the son of Mir Zahiruddin (No.lO) 

_ - 2 

married the daughter of Mirza Murad Kam Safavi. Shahzada 
Begum (No. 16), the daughter of Mir Miran Yazdi II, was 
married to Mirza Saf Shikan Khan (No. 18) , the son of 

_ - 3 

Mirza Hasan Safavi, and a daughter (No. 37) of ghalilullah 
Khan II (No. 14) was married to Saifuddin Safavi Kamyab 

_ _ _ 4 

Khan (No.22) the son of Mirza Saf Shikan Khan (Mo. 18). 

Amir Khan Mir Miran III (No. 36) married Jan Nawaz Begum 

alias Sahibji (No. 40) , the daughter of Ali Mardan Khan 

- _,5 ' _ 

Amir-ul Umara ; and Kabuli Begum (No. 66) a daughter of 

Ruhullah Khan I (No. 38) was married to Mir Muhammad 

< - - — - f 6 

Aqidat Khan (No. 72), son of Mirza Badi of Mashhad . 

Hadiya Begum (No. 69), another daughter of Ruhullah Khan I 

1 . He was one of the principal Saiyids of Mashhad. His 
ancestors had been the guardians of the shrine of 
the Imam ^li ibn Musa (the 8th Imam). See M. U. , I, 
pp. 222-25. 

2. Lahori, II, p.374; Wari$, p.147. 

3. Ibid . , p.485; Ibid , p.36; M.U . Ill, 478-479. 

4. Klzim, p.663; M.U . Ill, 479. 

5. Mamuri, f,192(a); MJJ. I (a) 284; T.M . II, 9. 

6. M.U . , 1(a), 225; Cf. T, M . ii, 62 mentions Mariyarrx 
Begum whose daughter Panna Begum (No. 78) was 
married to Sarbuland ]£han (No. 74). 
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was married to Mir Muhammad Rafi Sarbuland khan 
(No. 74) the son of Mir Afzal Muqtadavi Khan of Tun. 

Some women from this family were also taken 

into marriage by Mughal princes in the reign of Aurangzeb 

^Aisha Begum (No. 67), a daughter of Ruhullah Khan I, was 

married to Prince Muharrmnd ^zim (No. 73), the son of 

Prince Shiah r A lam. ^ Similarly, a daughter (No. 5 6) of 

Amir Khan Mir Miran III was married to Prince < lzzuddin 

(Mo. 61) the son of Prince Muizuddin towards the close 

3 

of Aurangzeb 's reign. 

Returning to the position of the members of 
Ruhullah Khan's family as mansabdars a reign-wise 
tabulation is offered in Appendix-B, which shows the 
mansabs held by members of the family from Jahangir to 
Aurangzeb. The table contains only the highest ranks 
known to have been attained by them in each reign. 

It appears that till the end of Aurangzeb' s reign three 
generations of the family had continuously been in 
active service and that they continued to enjoy increasin 

1. M.U . Ill, 801-806. 

2. M • A . , p.347? M . U . , II, p.313. 

3. Ibid., p.518; A khblra t , Shaban 5oth R.Y. (4 Nov. 1706) 
and 3 Ramzan 51 R.Y. (28 Nov., 1706). 
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gly higher position in each successive reign. In the 
first generation there were only three members who are 
known to have been holding ranks. But none of them had 
the rank of 5000 zat . In the second generation their 
position improved to the extent that out of eight 
members two were holding the rank of 5000 zat. The two 
were Mir ^Abdul Had! Asalat Kban 5000/4000 and Khalilullah 
Khan Yazdi 5000/5000 (2-3h) . The remaining six members 
reached ranks ranging from 700 zat to 2500 gat. The 
third generation during Aurangzeb's reign attained the 
highest position in terms of m ansabs . Out of 17 members 
of the family holding ranks, three held the rank of 
5000 sat and above. They were Khalilullah Khan 6000/6000 
( 2-3h) , Amir &}an Mir Miran 6000/5000 (3000x2_3h) and 
Ruhullah Khan I 5000/5000. Among the rest three were 

medium rank mansabdars such as *Abdul Kafi Nawazish 

— ■" t 1 ■ 

j£han (3000/1200) .Sultan Husain Iftikhar Khan (3000/1200) 
and Ruhullah Khan II (3500/1200). Thus, in the first 
two categories (viz. high and medium rank categories) 
the position of Ruhullah Khan's family was more stronger 
during Aurangzeb's reign than 'ever before. Out of the 
remaining eleven members only four held the ranks of 
1000 alt and above while seven of them reached ranks 
below 1000 sat . They were all sons of Amir Khan Mir 
Miran, so that except two of his sons - Amir Khan 



(1000/600) and Marahmat Khan (1000/300) - all other sons 
reached ranks below 1000 fcit. 

As regards the offices held by the members of 
Ruhullah Khan's family, information on central offices, 
governorships, faujdaris and Q iledar ships during the 
reign of Shahjahan and Aurangzeb is brought together in 
Appendices C, D and E. We have seen that during Jahangir's 
reign it was only Mir Miran Yazdi II who held the rank 
of 2,500/1,400, the then highest rank held in the family, 
and the governorship of Delhi. * During the reign of 
shahjahan the family, however, made great progress 
in terms of offices held by its members. The tables show 
that many important central offices like Mir-i Tuzuk , 

Mir Atish , Mir Bakhshi , second BakbshI , Bakhshi of Ahdis , 
A kbtabeqi , Qarawa lbegi , Qushbegi , Qurbeqi , Daroqha of 
Dagh and Peshkash were held by members of the family. 

It also appears that with the exception of the two major 
central offices of Diwan-i kul or wazjr and Mir-i saman 
the other three major offices in the centre namely Mir 
, Mjr-i Tuzuk and Mir-i Atish were held by them. As many 
as six members of the family are known to have held 
central offices during Shahjahan' s reign. During the 


1. Tuzuk , p.324, 344 


reign of Shah jahan the province of Delhi was twice 
put under the charge of two members of the family. Mir 
Abdul HadI Asalat Khan was its governor from 1635 to 
1637; and Khalilullah Khan II from 1651 to 1658. 1 2 We 
may recall that Mir Miran Yazdi II too had been governor 
of Delhi under Jahangir. 

During Aurangzeb's reign the family held a 

number of central offices, governorships of various 

provinces and also the offices of faujda r and Qilftdar 

of different places. In addition to the offices held 

during the reign of SKah Jahan, many other important 

central offices were also assigned to them. These include 

Mlr-i Saman , posts of Darocjha of macebearers, servants 

of Jilau . s Chauk i, and Diwan-i Khas etc. The office 

of Afrfrtabeg i (master of horse) which was only onee 

assigned to ghalilullah Elian II during Shah jahan' s 

reign, was now frequently assigned to three members of 

the family, viz. Sultan Husain Iftikhar I&an, Muhammad 

Ibrahim Multafat idian, and Ru^ullah I0}an I. The last 

2 

named was appointed thrice to this office. The office 
of Mjr-i Saman which was one of the major central offices 
was also assigned for the first time in the family to 

1. See Appendix-D(A) . 

2. See Appendix-C(B ), 
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_ i 

Sultan Husain Iftikhar Khan and Ruhuilah Khan I. 

As regards governorships held by members of the 

family our table shows that as many as five members of 

the family were appointed to various provinces during 

Aurangzeb's reign. The provinces include Punjab (Lahore), 

Kabul, Allahabad, Kashmir, Bihar, Aj [tier, Bijapur, 

2 

Hyderabad Bidar and Hander. It is also evident that . 

the average tenure of each incumbent both in the 

central offices and in the provinces was longer than 

under Shahjahan. Mir Miran, Amir Khan * s total tenure 

3 

as governor of Kabul was about 36 years. As many as 
six members of the family held various f aujdarjs and 
Q ilidarls in the empire. The f aujdarjs include those of 
the Sarkars of K oh is tan- i Jamm u, Mandu, Langarkot (in 
Peshawar), Dhamuni, Saharanpur (or Miyan-i Qoab ) , upper 
and lower Bangash, Jaunpur, Ghizipur Zamania and Agra. 
The QilBdar is held by members of the family were of 

Agra, Ahmadnagar, Bijapur and Qandahar fort (in the 

4 _ 

Deccan). Thus, the family of Ruhuilah Khan I occupied 


1. See Appendix C(B). 

2. Ibid .. D(B) . 

3. Ibid . , also see Chapter 5(b). 


4. Ibid., E ( B ) . 



a high position during Aurangzeb‘s reign as far as 
the Central Offices, governorships of provinces and 
other important offices are concerned. 

A few words may be offered about Rfthullah Khan i's 
personal career under Aurangzeb. He reached the high 
mansab of 5000/4000 and besides holding many important 
posts obtained the coveted office of the Mir Bakhshi . 

Our evidence suggest that Ruhullah Khan I during most 
of his career enjoyed the trust of the emperor. 

He appears to have started his career in the 
beginning of Aurangzeb' s reign, as he is not mentioned 
at all in the sources of Shahjahan's reign. He was 
deputed by the successful Aurangzeb to march along with 
his father ]<halllullah Khan II in pursuit of Dara 
Shukoh. 1 2 He was presumably granted the rank of 1000/200 
after the war of succession as in the 2nd R.Y. (1659) 

he is reported to have received an enhancement of 

- 2 

500 sat and promoted to the rank of 1500/200. In the 

6th R.Y. (1663) his rank was further enhanced to 
1500/500 and he was appointed Mir Bakhshi of Ah-dis 3 , 


1. Kazim, p.147. 

2. Ibid. , p.486. 


3. Ibid., pp. 817, 830? MJJ. II, pp. 309-310. 



apparently the first appointment, so far, known to be 

held by him. This office he held for about five years, 

till 1668. During this period he seems to have become 

a close and confidential noble of Aurangzeb. Manucci 

tells us that one day during his tenure as Mir Bakhshi 

of Ahdis (a rank much inferior to that of the Wazi r) , 

breaking well established conventions and practices, 

Ruhullah Khan at the time of presentation of petitions 

to the emperor took precedence over the Wazir , and went 

very close to the emperor. The next day when Ja'afar 

Khan ventured to draw the emperor's attention to this 

impropriety the emperor took a lineant view and instead 

of censuring Ruhullah Kban assured Ja'afar Khan ( Wazir ) 

1 

that it would not be repeated in future. 

_ _ _2 
In 1668 Ruhullah Khan was appointed Alshtabeqi 

(Master of horse) , a charge which was exclusively 

3 

assigned to very trustworthy persons. However, a few 
years afterwards his fortunes began declining as in the 
14th R.Y. (1671 A.D.) he was replaced by Iradat JChan 
and in the 16th R.Y. (1673 A.D.) he was given the less 
important office of the faujda r of Dhamuni, and soon 

1. Manucci, Vol. II, pp. 443-444. 

2 . M.U . II, pp. 309-10. 

3. in the context of Husain Beg Khan Zig, the author 
of Ma'asir-ul Umara* mentions that the office of 
Akhtabeql was entrusted with none but only the 
very trusted person. See M . U. I, p.59l. 




after was removed from that post too, for reasons not 

mentioned by authorities. 1 2 3 * 5 After two years in 1675 he 

was, however, reinstated to the rank of 1,500/400 and 

2 

was appointed f aujdar of Saharanpur. In a letter, from 

Jahan Ara Begum to Raja Budh Prakash Zamlndar of 

Srimur (in Garhwal) , Ruhullah Khan is mentioned as f a ujdar 

3 

of Miyan-i Doab which is identical with Saharanpur. 

It may be pointed out that this letter was written to 
the Raja in reply to his letter in which he had requested 
Jahan Ara Begum to issue orders ( Nishan ) to Ruhullah Khan 
and other officials to assist the Raja in dealing with 
his Tab vi ldars (treasurers) and the zamindars of pargana 
Sadhura 

From 1675 till his death in 1692, for a period of 

about 18 years, Ruhullah Khan led an uninterrupted career 

holding successively many important offices such as 

Akhtabegi (second time, 1677 A.D.), &ban-i Saman (1678 

A.D.), Mir Atish (1679 A.D.), Mir Bakhshi (1680 A.D.), 

Second Bakhshi (1681 A.D.), QilQda r of Ahmadnagar (1685 

A.D.), again Mir Bakhshi (1687 A.D.), g ubedar of Eijapur 

5 

(1687 A.D.) and subedar of Hyderabad (1688 A.D.). 

1. M. A . , p.127; M.U l II, p.310. 

2. M.A . , 144; M.U . II, p.310 . 

3. R uga’ t -1 C & la mg i r , ed. Saiyid Najeeb Ashraf Nadvi, 

Azamgarh, 1929, letter No.3/200, p.316. 

4 . Ibid . 

5. M.A., pp .150, 156, 187, 195, 260, 281, 282, 298-99; Ma'murl, 
ff. 162(a) -(b) , 176(a); . MJJ. II, 310-13. Cf. 

Mughal Nobility , p.146, has v/rongly mentioned him as 
SQbedar of Orissa, 



He was also active in a number of military expeditions 
sent against Mara thas in the Deccan anc! participated 
in fail of the forts of Bijapur, Golconda and Raichur. 1 
He received rapid promotions and obtained the rank of 
5000/4000 in 168 6. 2 

As second Bakfashi Ruhullah Khan appears to be 
acting as a bridge between the emperor and officers by 
mediating between the two. On the one hand he kept the 
emperor well informed about nobles' activities and on 
the other pleaded their cases and sought remedies to 
their grievances. In 1681 the emperor granted Kir 

Hifzullah son-in-law of Ma'amur Khan two months' leave 

• •• — ■ 

to visit his mother at Shahjahanabad at Ruhullah kha n 1 s 

3 

reco.-nmendation. In the same year on his pleading as 
second Bakfrshi , Amir Khan the subedar of Kabul received 
a promotion to the rank of 6000/5000 (3000x2-3h) a]l 
unconditional. Amir Khan reported to the emperor through 
Ruhullah Khln that instead of Rupees 6,00,000/- given 
to the Afghans annually, probably to maintain safety of 
the routes, he allowed them only Rupees 1,50,000/- 
and retained the rest for the central treasury. 

1. See relevant entries of Ruhullah I<han's career in 
Appendix-C (B) . 

2 • M.A. , p.282, M.U. II, p.311. 


3. Al ffibarat , Sha'ban 24th R.Y. , 23 August, 1681 
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Ruhullah Khan seems to have put the case so competently 
that in addition to an enhancement in rank, Amir Khan 
also received 1,20,00,000 dams as inam from the emperor. 

He also appears issuing frasb-ul bukm on orders of 
the emperor to various nobles and officers. In 1681 A.D. 

he sent a hasb-ul hukm to KhSn Zarnan informing him that 

• • 

Muhammad Ibrahim, Thanedar of Thaneswar, should be 

punished for not performing his duties and staying at 

Burhanpur. Khan Zarnan was further asked to explain to 

the emperor why Muhammad Ibrahim was allowed to stay at 
2 

Burhanpur. 

Ruhullah I<han was also entrusted, as second 

Bakhshi jWith the task of preparing and sending the Tumar 

of nobles 1 contingents. In 1681 he was asked by the 

emperor to send the Tumar of Ma'amur Khan's contingent. 3 

•* 

Again in the same year the emperor assigned him another 

important task of ordering the faujdars of Burhanpur, 

Surat and Gujarat to maintain the high way so that the 

travellers could pass through their territories and 

4 

reach the court safely. Further, he was also compelled 

1. Akfabarat , shawwal 25th R.Y. 24th October, 1681. 

2. ibid . . Ziq^da, 6th November, 1681, . ’ 

3. Ibid . , 14th November, 1681, " . 


4 . Ibid. , 



to convey imperial orders of punishment and demotions. 

In If 81 he informed shaikh Muhammad Anwar, l iwa n of 
Fur and Mandal, that his rank was decreased from 1 C0/20 
to 10/20 as a punishment for not informing the emperor 
about the attack of Rana Raj Singh on Mandal, and writing 
to /vsad Khan instead of the emperor. He was strictly 

1 

ordered to send reports direct to the emperor in future. 

When Aurangzeb learnt from the reports of the 
secret news-writers about the bets made by _Khan-i Jahan 
and Rustam Khan, in which Rustam Khan lost an enormous 
amount in lieu of which Khan-i Jahan confiscated his 
jagjr , the emperor ordered the second Bakfcshi Ruhullah 
Khan to issue a hasb-ul hukm to the Bakhshi of the Deccan 
informing him about the decrease of 500 zat in his rank 

as punishment since he failed to report the matter to 

^ 2 
the emperor. 

It is curious that all these important tasks 
of issuing the hasb-ul hukms ana conveying orders were 
entrusted to Ruhullah Khan who held the office of 

Second Ba Ifosh i while the Mir Bakhshis during this period 

- 3 _ 4 

were Himmat Khan and, after him, Ashraf Khan . Could 

1. Akhbarat .Oftcit: h. a . , 217. 

2. Al foha rat . 2ilhaj 25th R.Y. 15th December, 1681, 

3. M . A . , pp. 195, 201, 

4. P- 206. 



one then venture to infer that Ruhullah Khan was not 
only Sefcond Bafcbshi but also a favourite and close 
confident of Aurangzeb. 

Ruhullah Khan was appointed Mir Bafrfrshi twice. 
First in the 23rd R.Y. (16801 after the death of 
Sarbuland Khan 1 though for a short period of a tout one 
year. The second time was in the 30th R.Y. (1686) 
with the rank of 5000/4000, He remained in this office 
till his death in 1692 and Was succeeded by Bahra.nand 

_ 2 

Khan . It apr ears that in addition to the office of 

Mir Bakhshi he was also appointed s ubedar of Bijapur 

and Hyderabad, the two crucial provinces in the Deccan. 

This suggests that Aurangzeb had special trust in 

Ruhullah Khan's administrative capability and states- 
3 

manship. He was considered one of the best administra- 
tors and advisors in matters pertaining to the government, 

and was summoned to the court for consultations on 

4 

important matters. 

Whether at court or away from it Ruhullah Khan, 
as Mir Bakhsh i, retained his importance. Most of his 

1. HU A. , p. 18 7. 

2. Ibid . , pp. 348, 350. 

3. M.U . , II, 314. 

H:. II, p.337. 


4. K 



petitions were approved and accepted by the emperor 1 and 
latter was so indulgent to him that Ruhullah Khan, at 

times, took liberty and disregarded the norms and 

2 

regulations of the court. 

His recommendations were usually accepted by 
the ernperor. It was at his instance that Abdullah Khan 
Barha got his rank restored, a task in which he failed 
earlier inspite of performing courageous deeds against 
Marathas. Ruhullah Khan, however, through his interce- 
ssion convinced the emperor and got Abdullah Khan's 
3 

rank released. 

Nevertheless, Ruhullah Khan was, on occassions. 

Censured by the emperor. From 1673 to 1675 he was under 
4 

susprn?ion. During his governorship of Hyderabad he 
was again punished for certain reasons but after a few 

5 

days he was pardoned. At times, it appears that his 
petitions were also rejected. During the days of scarcity 


1. '-1. U . II, 314. 

2. Hanucc i II, 443-44. 

3 . Racfjjm- i Kara l m . £' . M . , Add. 2 6 239 0 f. 9(a); 

Ruga'at-l 'Xlamglr , Nizami Press Kanpur, 12 73 AH., p.27. 

4. M.A . , p. 144, T_VU. II, p.31o. 

r_ 

5. Ragaim-i Karaim , ff. 31(b) -32 (a); Ruga'at-i Alamgir , 

op. cit . pp. 39-40. *“ 



of paibaqj and increasing pressure of salary-claimants, 
the emperor repeatedly forbade Ruhullah Khln for making 
fresh recruitments and once (in 1691) asked him strictly 
not to recommend people for employment. 

Although described by most of our authorities as 

2 

a liberal and benevolent person Ruhullah Khan was not 
free from certain faults. Manucci calls him "honest but 

3 

greedy both in eating and getting". Ruhullah Khan was 
unable to maintain good relations with his deputy subedar 
of Hyderabad Jan Nisar Khan though he was appointed on 
his recommendation. The latter went to the extent of 
filing a complaint against Ruhullah Khan's wrong inten- 
tions against him and requested the emperor to transfer 

4 

him to the post of Bakhshi-i Tan . Ruhullah Khan is al~o 
charged for appropriating money from the people on 
different pretexts. He often so cleverly managed to 
conceal his actions that the emperor was always convinced 
of his honesty. 5 In a letter Aurangzeb himself 

1. K.K. II, pp. 411-12. 

2 . M.U . II, pp. 313-14. 

3. Manucci , III, p. 95. 

- — _ _ c _ - 

4. Hamidudd^n Khan Bahadur, Afrkam-i Alamqir i, ed. J.N. 
Sarkar, Calcutta 1926, Ahkgro Ho. 53 , pp. 65-66. 

5. M. U. II, 314-15 mentions how Ruhullah Khan convinced 
the emperor of his honesty when he was found to have 
realised a 2/3rd commission on an advance which a 

Raja in the Deccan received through his recommendation. 



acknowledges Ruhullah Kean's act of misappropriation 

1 

of wealth from the people. 

In spite of these failings Ruhullah Khan remained 
a great favourite of Aurangzeb &is last days. When the 
Khan was lying in his death bed, the emperor visited him 
and seeing him unconscious broke down. The Khan took the 
opportunity of seeking the last favour and begged that 
the ernperor should show kindness and favour to those of 
his sons who were deserving and indulgence to tho°e who 
were undeserving as being the sons and grandsons of a 
Khanazad . The emperor was gracious enough to give the 
assurance. Ruhullah Kb an further requested that since he 
had accepted the Sunni faith and the rituals of ablution 
and burial should be performed accordingly. He also 
requested that his two daughters be married to Sunni grooms. 
According to his last will his elder daughter was rrarri^i 

r • _ 

to Prince Muhammad Agim. On the other hand, siyadat 

Kh~n son of Siyadat Khan Saiyid Oqhlan tefused to accept 

the younger daughter in marriage doubting her sincerity 

2 

to the sunni faith. 

1. Raqaim-i Karalm , ff. 24 (a) -(b); Ruqa'at-i Alamqir , 
op. cit. pn. 37-38. 

2. ^Inaya tullah Khan, Ahkam-i Alamqiri , “Abdus Salam 
collection, 3 27/977* M.A . Library Aligarh, ff. 13(b)- 
14(a); 18(a) -4.9(b); also Ahkam-i Alamqiri , op. cit., 

Ahkam No. 69, pp. 77-78 and Ahkam No. 70 pp. 78-81. 



Ruhullah Khan's successful career thus came to 
an end in 1692, but his last wish was honoured by 
Aurangzeb who took his sons into service. The second 
son Mir Hasar Khanazad KhSn stepped into the shoes 
of his father being appointed as Khan-i Satnan in 1 697-98 
with the title of Ruhullah Khan IT. He ultimately reached 

- i 

the post of Second Rakhshi. 


See 

see 


Append ix-C (B) 
also M.U. , II 


for his biographical 
pp. 315-317. 
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Genealogical Chart of Ruhullah Khan 1 s Family 
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Note: Sahibj i was childless and Amir Khan had no child by her. These 
Children were mostly by concubines (M.U. 1(a), 284). 


Ruhullah Khan I 
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Inferences to the Genealogical Charts 




Numbers prefacing the names of Sources 


persons in 

the charts 


1 : 2 


M.U., III, 339. 

2=Khanish 3egum + Shah Tahmasp 
3a f avl 

A. A. A., I, 1 32; Tuzuk, 6 1, 
150; M.U. Ill, 339. 

2:3 


A. A. A., I, 145; Tuzuk, 
62,150; M.U. Ill, 333. 

. c- 

2:4 = Ismail Wirza Safavi 

A. A. A. I, 132; Tuzuk, 
62. 

3:5, 6 


A. A. A. I, 145; Tuzuk, 

62, 150; M.U. Ill, 339. 

5 = Khanish 
Tahmasp 

Khanam d 'o Shah 

A. A. A. I, 136, 228; II, 
431; Tuzuk, 62, 150. 

5 = Khadija Sultan Begum 
d/o Shah Tahmasp 

A. A. A. I, 135. 

6 = Sultan 
Ismail 

Begum d/o Shah 

II 

A. A. A. I, 228; Tuzuk, 62 
150; MJJ. Ill, 341. 

3:7 = Yaktash K^an S/L 3; 

7 = Y aqub Khan 

M.U. Ill, 339-40. 

8 d/o 4; 8 

= 6 

A. A. A., I, 228; Tuzuk, 
62, 150; M.U. Ill, 341. 

6 : 9, 10 


Tuzuk 150, n>; M.U. II 

341. 

10 ? 3 S/o 

2 

'Tuzuk, 346. 

10 + 9 

. 

Lahori I (a) , 432, 475 . 

9 : 13, 14 

(from an Iranian 
wif e ) 

Lahori 1(a), 299; M.U., 
Ill, 341-42. 

9 = 11 d/o 

Asaf Khan 

M.U., III, 341, 829-30. 

9 : 15,16 


M.U. , III, 829-30. 





•'.64 

16 = 18 


Lahori II, 485; Waris, 

36; M.U. Ill, 478-79" 

829-30 . 

14 + 13 


Sadiq Kh3n f.73(a); 

M.U. 1(b), 775 

15 S/o 9; 9 4- Asaf Khan 


Lahori II, 116. 

15 +13 


Lahori II, 240, 471. 

18 : 22 = d/o Khalilullah 
Khan Yazdi II 


Kazim, 663; M.U. 111,479. 

2 2 S/I. 14 


M.U. 1(b), 781-82. 

10 : 12 - d/o Murad Kam Safavi 

4 Mirza Rustam Safavi 

* » 

Lahori II, 374; Waris, 

147; Kagim, 287; M.U., 

III, 342. 

14 = 17 d/o Mirza Safi Saif 

Khan 

M.U. 1(b), 775. 

13 : 10 +20 +21 


Kazim, 627,908; M.U. 1(a), 
172, 252; III, 611. 

19 S/o 13 


Lahori 11, 677; Waris, 14, 
207; Kazim 158. 

20 3/o 13, 20+19 


Waris, 206, 214, 255; Kazitol, 
111 * 611 • 

20 : 32, 33 


Akhbarat, 25 R.Y. Zilhaj 
(24-^ Dec. 1681) . 

32 : 34 


T.M., 104. 

33 : 35 


T.M., 128. 

19 : 24, 25, 26 


M.A., 219; M.U. 1(a), 
254-55. 

27 S/o 19 


T.M., 84; Cf. MJ.T(a), 
254-55. 

28 S/o 19, 28 : 30 


T.M., 117; Cf. M.U. 1(a), 
254-55. 

31 S/L 19 


T.M. 26. 

14 : 36, 38, 39 + 38 


Kazim, 908 ; M . U . I (b) , 781-8 2; 
M. A . 222, 349. 



46.5 


14 ; 37 = 22 Kazim,663; H.U. I (b) , 781-82 . 

39 S/o 14 Kaz im, 487 , 964 . 


3 8 = 

41 

Kaz im, 477 ; M.U. 11,309,706. 

3 5 = 

40 d/o Ali Mar dan 

K.U. 1(a), 284; Ma'murl £.192 (a); 

Khar 

i Amir-ul Umara* 

T.M. II, 9. 

36 : 

42 = 57 

M. A. 477; M.U. 1(a), 286; T.M. 

II, 66. 

3 6 : 

43,41,45,46, 46=64 

M.U. 1(a) , 286-87. 

3 6 : 

42, 50,51,52,54,47,44 

Akhbarat, 44 R.Y. 10 Zilhij 18 May 
1700. 

3 6 : 

43,44,55 

AkhbcTrat , 44 R.Y. 15 Rabl' I, 19 
August, 1700. 

36 : 

52,47,51,54 

Akhbarat, 44 R.Y. 17 Zilhij, 25 
May, 1700. 

36 : 

46 = 64 

T. M. 84. 

36 : 

47 

i-1. A. 237; T.M. II, 14'. 

3 6 : 

44 S/L 58;44 : 79=80 

M.A.481; T.M. II, 58, 1 42-4 3 ; 

d/o 

Kirza Muhsin b/o 
Safdar Jang 

M.U. 111,713-15. 

36 : 

43 

Akhbarat, 50 R.Y. Sh^ban, 4 fJov. 
3.706; T.M. . f5. ' 

36 : 

45 

T.M. II, 102 

3 6 : 

55 

T.M. II, 118. 

3 6 : 

49 

T.M. II, 131. 

3 6 : 

50 

Akhbarat, 44 R.Y. 1 2 Zilhij 

20 May, 1700. 

36 : 

56 = 61 S/L 36 

M.A. 518; Akhbarat 50 R.Y. 

Shaban, 4 November, 1706; 51 R.Y. 

3 Ramzan, 28 Nov. 1706. 

36 : 

53- = 60 S/L 36 

Akhbarat. 44 R.Y. 17 Zilhij, 

25 May, 1700; 

36 : 

48 j 5 9 = 62 

Riya?us Salatin, 260-61 • 



1GB 


38 


63,64,65 


M . U . II, 315. 

38 

• 

• 

66 = 72 


M. A. 114; Fyj. 1(a), 225. 

72 

• 

• 

78 = 74 


T.M. II, 62. 

38 

• 

• 

67 = 73 : 

81 

M.A. 347, 373; M.U. 13, 313; 

T.M. II, 6n, 26. 

38 

• 

• 

68 


Abk§m-i ^Alamqiri, 77-78, 78-81. 

38 

• 

• 

59 = 74 


M.U. Ill, 801-806. 

38 

• 

• 

70 


T.M. II, 91. 

38 

• 

« 

63 ; 71 =' 

44 S/1 63 

T.M. II, 58. 

64 

= 

4 6 


M.A. 274; Tj_M. II, 16; M.U. 11,315 

64 


75,76,77 


M.U. II, 317; T.M. II, 56, 75. 



APPENDIX-B 


'67 


Members of Ruhullah Khan's family as Mangabdars 


s.] 

No. Name & Title 

Rank 

Source 


A. 

UNDER JAHANGIR 





1. 

Mir Khalilullah Yazdi 

1000/200 

Tuzuk, 

69, 

M.U. Ill, 




341. 



2. 

Mir Miran Yazdi 

2500/1400 

Tuzuk, 

344 

• 

3. 

Mir Zahiruddin 

1000/400 

Tuzuk, 

347 

• 

B. 

UNDER SHAHJAHAN 





1. 

Mir Zahiruddin 

1000/400 

Qazwini, 148 (a) . 

2. 

Mir Yimatullah S/o 

Mir Zahiruddin 

• • 

1000/200 

Waris, 147 
III, "469. 

• Salih 

3. 

Mir Abdul HadI, Asalat 
Khan 

5000/4000 

Lahori II, 
M.U. 1(a), 

577; 

170-71. 

4. 

Khalilullah' Khan Yazdi 

5000/5000 
( 2-3h) 

Salih 
451. ‘ 

III, 

266, 

5. 

Nawazish Khan, f Abdul, 

K. a f I 

2500/1000 

Salih 

• • 

III, 

271. 

6. 

Amir Khan, Mir Miran 

1500/500 

Salih 

HI, 

4 63. 

7. 

Sultan Husain, Iftikhar 
• • • * 

1000/500 

S a 1 ih 

III, 

248. 


Khan 

8. Mohd. Ibrahim, Multafat lOOO/lOOO Waris, 367. 


Khan 

6000/6000 Kazim, 119. 
(2-3 h) 

3000/1200 Kazim, 474. 


C. UNDER AURANGZEB 

1. Khalilullah Khan 

2. f Abdul Kafi, Nawaz ish 

Khan 


APPENDIX-B Con td 


3. 

Amir Khan, Mir Mir an 

6000/5000 
( 3000x2-3h) 

Akh. Shawal 25th 

R.Y. 24th Oct. 1 681 . 

4. 

Sultan Husain, Iftikhar 
Khan 

3000/1200 

Kazim, 880. 

5. 

Muhammad Ibrahim, 

Muitafat Khan 

3000/1000 

M . A . 193. 

6. 

Ruhullah Khan I 

5000/5000 

S.D.A., 169. 

7. 

Khanazad Khan, 

Ruhullah Khan 11 

3500/1200 

M. A . 404, 459; 

M.U. II, 315-17. 

8. 

^Azizullah Khan S/o 
Khalilullah Khan 

2000/500 

Akh. 10 Ramazan 

49th R.Y., 26 Dec. 
1707; Cf. M.U. II 

824 (15007T000) 

9. 

Amir Khan S/o Amir 
j^ian Mir Miran 

1000/600 

M.A. ,493 ;M.U. I(a', 
286. 

10. 

Abul Hasan S/o 

Amir Khan Mir Miran 

700/200 

Akh . 1 2 Z ilha i , 

4 4 th R . yT nay, Yioo . 

11. 

Mir Muhammad Ali 

S/o Amir Khan Mir Miran 

400/sat 

Akh. 4 £* R . y . 15 Rahil , 
19 August ,1700. 

12. 

Muhammad Kazim S/o 

Amir Khan Mir Miran 

600/100 

Akh . 17 gilhaj, 

44 th R.Y. 25 Ma/ 17 <3o. 

13. 

Mir Muhammad Hadi 

S/o Amir Khan Mir Mirln 

600/90 

Akh. 4 4th R.Y. 

17 Zilhaj ,2.5 Ma/ 1700 

14. 

Mohd^ Hasan (or Husain) 
or Mir Hasan S/o Mir 
Miran 

500/70 

Akh. 17 Zilhaj 

44 R.Y. 25 May, 

1700. 

15. 

Muhammad &hwa j a __S/o 

Amir Khan Mir Miran 

500/60 

Akh. 4 4th R.Y. 

17 gilha j, 2*5 . 

16. 

Muhammad Ibrahim Marah- 
mat Khan s/o Amir Kljan 
Mir Miran 

1000/300 

Akh. 29 Oct. 1706 

50th R.Y.; M.A. 

481-82 gives 1000/ 
250 in 48th R.Y. 

17. 

Mir Muhammad Ja*far, 800/250 

‘’Aqldat Khan S/o Mir Miran 

Akh. 4 4 tk R. Y.15Ra.vll, 
19 August, 17oo . 
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CHAPTER SEVEN 


IRANIS AND COMMERCE 


(I) SHAISTA KHAN 

It is widely recognised that members of the Mughal 
nobility were not averse to pursuing commercial and economic 
activities. There are cases of members of every section of 

the ruling class, from princes to petty officers, participat- 

1 

ing in this activity. The Mughal nobles, whether jagirdars 

or naqd ls (receiving pay from treasury), derived their income 

mainly in cash, and they are said to have accumulated 

2 

enormous treasures in specie, cash and jewels. Nobles who 

had large amount of cash in hand, often invested it in trade, 

either by engaging in trade directly or by making advances to 
3 

merchants. They also invested some amount in sea-borne trade. 
Tavernier says, "on arrival for embarkation at Surat, you 
find plenty of money. For it is the principal trade of the 
nobles of India to place their money on speculation for 
Harmuz, Rassora and Mocha and even for Bantam, Achin and 
Philippenes." 


1. Tapan Raychaudhuri and Irfan Habib (ed. ) The Cambridge 
Econom ic History of India , Vol. I,C. 1200-C , 1750,0 elhi , 
1 98*2*7 p. 182 (hereafter 'see C . E.H.I . ). For revenue 
collectors called shiqqdars being engaged in commercial 
activities see Fray' Sebastian Manrique, Travels of Fray 
Sebastian M anrique (1628-41) , trans. C.E. Luard and H. 

Ho s ten, Haiti uyt' Society, 1927, Vol. I, pp. 440-41 , who 
mentions that the shiqqdSr of Pipli sent 'a big new ship' 
to Cochin loaded w i th' di f fe rent kinds of merchandise. 

2. C. E.H.I. , Vol. I, p. 133. 

3. Mughal Nobility , op. cit . , p. 154. 

V. Tavernier, Vol.I,pp. 37-38 cf. A. Das Gupta in C. E.H.I., 
Vol. I, p. 422. 



Apart from the capital advances the Mughal nobles 

and sometimes members of the royal family were also engaged 

1 

in business investment. In 1640-41, for instance, Shah Jahan 

and Asaf Khan invested Hs. 100,000 in cloth at Ahmadabad for 

Mokha and ordered weavers and dyers not to work for anyone 

2 

else until this order had been supplied. Sometimes they had 

their own ships which sailed to different ports laden with either 

their own goods or, in some cases, with the cargo of other 
3 

merchants. It is well known, that "Private trade or Sauda-i- 
kha$ of the Governor was a characteristic feature of India's 
economic life in the 1 7th and 18th centuries. Many influential 
personages such as Mirza Ishaq Beg (Governor of Surat), Mir 
Jumla, Shuja*, Shaista K^an and kgim-ush Shan (in Bengal) were 
involved in this device." 


1 . Empress Nur Jahan and her brother A$af &ban had extensive 
trade interests in the Persian Gulf and until their ships 
were laden or goods sold none else could do so. See B.G. 
Gokhale, Surat in the Seventeenth Century , Bombay, 1979, 

P. 55. 

2. Dagh Register (1 640-41 ) . p. 308 as eited by Tapan Ray 
Chaudhuri in C.EoH.I. , Vol, I, p. 183n. 

3. Dara Shukoh had his own junks which sailed to Persia. 
Shahjahan's ship 'Ganjawar* together with five junks of 
Surat was forced to anchor at Gombroon by the customs 
officers who overrated all the goods and levied 20 percent 
of customs. See E.F„ I. (1 646-50) . pp. 318, 324. Cf„ Iftikhar 
Ahmad Khan, 'Indian Merchants in Iran in the 17th century', 
(unpublished) in the cyclostyled volume of Aligarh Papers 
on Medieval Indian History, presented at 44th Session of 
Indian History Congress held at Burdwan in 1983, P. 158. 

4. Jagdish Narain Sarkar, 'Private Trade in Seventeenth Century 
India', in J.B.B.S. , Vol. 49, 1963, p. 200; also see by the 
same author, Studies in Economic Life in Mughal India, 

Delhi, 1975 , pp. 181-82. 



Shaista Khan happens to be one of the nobles, about 
whose commercial activities we have considerable information. 

He sought to obtain gains from trade during his 
viceroyalty of Gujarat (1646-47 and 1651-53) and Bengal 
(1664-77 and 1679-88). He appears to have tried to monopo- 
lise and control trade of many important articles. While 
Governor of Gujarat, in ^(k7, be forced the banjaras to sell 
him sugar and thus made a profit gain of a 1,000 rupees. 

His rigorous attempt to monopolise the commodity caused a 
great scarcity of the commodity. "Sugar is scarce and dear, 

the governor's tyranny having deterred the merchants from 

1 

bringing any down." He also wanted to engross all the indigo 

collected in the city of Ahmadabad and its environs. He 

summoned the English indigo brokers which caused much resent- 

2 

ment among the factors. In June 1647 the factors at Ahmadabad 


1. EoF.I. (1646-50) , p. 1 55. 

2. They are found apprehensive of Shaista Khan's ambitions 

for becoming "the sole merchant of this place" and 
declare that if he succeeded in engrossing the indigo 
"Wee may then expect shortly to fetch our butter and 
rice from him." See the letter of George Tash, Hugh 
Fenn and Anthony Smith, factors at Ahmadabad, to the 
President and Council at Surat, dated May 17, 1647 in 
E.F.I. (1646-50) * p. 130; see also Irfan Habib, The 
Agrarian System of Mughal India (1556-1 707) . Bombay, 
I 963 , p. 80 n. 1 2 



p 

f 



reported about the arbitrary behaviour of the governor 
towards the indigo dealers. Again on July 10, 1 $+7 they 
reported that trade in Gujarat was at a stands til, owing 

to the governor's tyrannical behaviour and the troubles 

1 

with the carters who brought down the goods from Agra. 

In August 16*+7 the saltpetre of the English was 
seized. George Tash negotiated with Shaista Khan who, after 
much trouble, allowed the factors to weigh only that much 
quantity of saltpetre for which they had already paid. 

They were thus allowed to take saltpetre worth only 1 ,5 00 

2 

rupees, which they had disbursed for saltpetre in Malpur. 

The Dutch were faced somewhat similar conditions. Their 

saltpetre was taken over by the governor who just paid them 

3 

what they had disbursed there on. 

Shaista Khan also tried to engross the cloth trade 
of Gujarat. Many obstacles were put in the procurement of 
chints and tappichindaes bj the English and Dutch merchants 
for their Bantam investment. 


1. E.F.I. (1646-50) . PP. 133, 136. 

2. It was contrary to Shaista Qian's previous promises 
publicly made allowing the English merchants to procure 
^.000 maunds of saltpetre and for that he had also taken 
a bribe of Rs. 280. See E.F.I. (1#f6-50) . p. 150. 

3. Ibid . , p. 1 56. 

*f. Ibid . , pp. 160-61. 



In 1653, claiming to have received orders from the 
King, he stopped saltpetre export of the English merchants. 
They were refused permission to put it aboard the ships at 
Diu or to embark the goods at any other port than Surat. 
The English and Dutch factors alleged that Shaista Khan 
wholly ruined the trade of Ahmadabad by oppressing and 
robbing men of all qualities, especially merchants, either 
directly by seizing upon their goods, or indirectly by^ 
sharing in their profit of whatever was bought or sold. 
Aurangzeb's prohibitory orders to the officers in Gujarat 
asking them not to buy grain cheap and sell it dear, 
suggests that such interference with the market had been 

3 

common and that Shaista Khan was not an exception. 

In Bengal too, Shaista Klian appears to have tried 

to profit by interfering with commerce. The English records 

4 

are full of references to his extortions and covetousness. 


1. E.F. I. ,(1651-54) , p. 215. 

2. Ibid. , (1646-50), p. 187. 

3» Mirat-i Ahmadi , Vol. I, pp. 286-88; Cf. C.E.H.I. , Vol.I, 
I63; also see Mughal Nobility , p. 1 59. 

4. E.F. I. , relevant volumes passim; also Charles Stewart, 
The' "History of Bengal , Second edition, Calcutta, 1910, 
pp. 338-53; C.R. Wilson, The Early Annals of the English 
in Be n gal: Being the Bengal Public Consultations for the 
first~HaTf of the Eighteenth Century, Calcutta, 1895? 

PP. 48, 79, 90, 98, 111, 118. 



Despite imperial farmans and official permits he is alleged 
to nave stopped trade in saltpetre and the merchandise of 
the English merchants at every post and ferry and charged 
them customs-duty over and over again. Thomas Bowrey says, 
“Dacca could take a large quantity of Europe goods if it 

1 

were under another Nabob, the present being most covetous.’ 1 

He realised the cesses (abwabs) abolished by imperial 

charters and monopolized the internal trade of Bengal in 

commodities of daily use such as salt, suparl (betel-nuts ) 

2 

and even the fodder of animals. Shaista Khan's private 
enterprise provided great obstacles to free trade in Bengal. 

Shaista £han used to have brought down by boats 

salt, supari (betel-nuts) and other articles, and sold them 

in Bengal on profitable rates. He also sold these articles 

to the merchants and traders at Dacca and thus prevented 

them from making purchases and sales on their own account. 

This act of Shaista Khan's injustice was reported to 

Aurangzeb, and Shaista Khan was, therefore, recalled to the 
3 

court in 1677* Perhaps salt was the most profitable 
commodity in Bengal during those days, owing to the meagre- 
ness of local supply. One may easily presume the volume of 

1 . A Geographical Account of Countries Round the Bay of 
Bengal, 1 669-^9 » ' ed. R.C. Temple, Cambridge, 190t,p.1 4 6n . 

2. Master, op. cit . , Vol. II, pp. 80-81; Gf. J.N. Sarkar, 

The His tory ~of Bengal, Muslim Period (1200-1757)* Patna, 

T97JT P. 374. 

3. S.K. Bhuyan, Annals of the Delhi Badshahate, Gauhati, 

1 9^7, PP. 1 67^ 


his trade in this single commodity by the fact that he had 

large emporiums of salt at several places on the bank of 

the Bangsna river. In 1 677 (when he was recalled to the 

court) these emporiums held salt worth 152,000 rupees which 

he left in the custody of one of his subordinate officers 

as he could not transport it before his departure from 
1 

Bengal. These salt depots occupied a large area of land 

and when the new governor Prince Muhammad ifzam planned to 

construct a large market complex for which ample space was 

required, he demolished the depots and threw the salt into 
2 

the river. 

It was proverbial that Shiaista Khan had amassed a 

large amount of wealth. The property, which after his death, 

was taken into the imperial exchequer, was held to be beyond 
3 

computation. Besides his trading activities he is said to 
have accumulated seventeen crores of rupees by procuring 

T 

two or three tolas of gold for one gold amhr , which is, 
perhaps, an exaggerated reference to his insistence on 
higher rates for his muhrs„ It is said that in thirteen 


1. S.K. Ehuyan, op. cit . , pp. 169-70. 

2o > P* 170. 

3. M.t) . ,11, p. 705. Cf. Manucci, Vol. II, p. 322. 

4. S.K. Bhuyan, op. cit . , p. 168. 



4S6 

years (1664-1677) as governor of Bengal he accumulated 380 
1 2 
million rupees. Shaista Khan’s monopoly in bees wax and 

the extent of his possessions is further corroborated by 
Shah Nawaz Khan's account who on the testimony of a reliable 
source says that once when Aurangzeb was hunting, some wax 
was needed. But the officials deputed to collect the wax 
could not procure even a grain of it. The Khan-i Saman 
reported that it was only available in the stores of Shaista 
Khan at Delhi. An order was issued to borrow some to meet 
urgent requirements. As the Khan, at that time, was in 
Bengal it would have taken a long time to have his permission. 
Shaista Khan's agent in Delhi, therefore offered 200 maunds 
of wax, and one or two thousand articles of wax, each weigh- 
ing 2-3 maunds, on his own account, and that too with an 
excuse of not being able to furnish more in the absence of 
his master. It is also said that the wax was stored in wells 

specially dug for the purpose and during summer water was 

3 

put into them to keep the wax from melting. 

The general allegation that Shaista Khan's activities 
were ruinous for European trade in Bengal seems exaggerated. 
On several occasions, as is evident from the English Factory 
Records, he granted the factors privileges such as exemption 

1 * Master, op. cit . , Vol. I, p. 493. 

2, CoE.H.I., Vol. I, p. 183. Cf. Master, Vol. I, pp. 15, 
5TT321-} vol. II, 26, 27, 83. 


3. M.Uo , Vol. II, p. 706. 



1 

from customs duty and permission to trade in saltpetre. 


True, Shaista Khan sent his darogha (agent) to 
Patna, the principal place of saltpetre manufacture, with 
a commission to buy 20,000 maunds of saltpetre in May 1664, 
and with orders to forbid the Dutch and the English from 
procuring any saltpetre before the imperial requirement was 
obtained. Job Gharnock, the English factor at Patna, mis- 
construed this order and alleged that Shaista Khan wanted 

to take the whole trade into his own hands and to sell saltpetre 

2 

again to the English and the Dutch at profitable rates. 

Similarly, writing from Hugli to the Surat Factors on 21 

June 1664 William Blake warned the factors that Shaista Khan 

wanted to engross all those goods in which he thought of 

3 

commercial gains. But Shaista £han’s attempt to procure 
saltpetre for himself was in compliance with the imperial 
requisition of a large quantity of saltpetre required for 
King's wars in the Deccan and Arakan. Whether the imperial 
requisition was fulfilled is not known. Charnock himself 
admits that if he was supplied with necessary funds, he 
would be able to procure 25 or 30,000 maunds of saltpetre 


1. E.F.I . (1661-64) , p. 395; (1665-67), p. 135, 138; 
(1668-69), p. 316, etc. 

2. Ibid. , pp. 395*^6. 

3. Ibia. , p. 395. 



1 

yearly, 'whereas hitherto 18,000 had been the limit'. In 

1665 factors from Bengal wrote that "if (we) had moneys, 

2 

1000 tonns might easily yearly be procured." 


Stewart also believes that Shaista Khan's administra- 
tion p'-ovided a favourable environment for the English 

3 

Company's trade to grow. Whereas in 1659 its Bengal invest- 
ment amounted to only £ 10,000, it was raised to £ 85,000 in 

4 

1674, to £ 100,000 in 1 677 and to over £ 1 ,50,000 in 1681. An 
analysis of Shaista Khan ' s parwanas which he granted to the 
English, from time to time, shows that his attitude towards the 
was not unfriendly. In almost all of his parwanas he ordered 
his underlings that henceforth they were bound not to cheat 
the English traders not to create any restraint in the 
transportation of their goods either on land or on water. 


1. E.F.I. (1661-64) , p. 396. 

2. ibid., (1665-67) , p. 139. 

3« History of Bengal , op. cit . , p e 331. 

4. M. Mohar Ali, 'Nawab Shaista Khan and the East India 
Company's Trade in Bengal, 1664-1669, in J.A.S. Pak , 
Vol. X, No. 2, December, 1965, P» 89. This expansion 
in the volume of Bengal trade led the Company in 1682 
to separate the Bengal factories from the control of 
the Madras Council and to set them on an independent 
footing. William Hedges was appointed agent and 
governor with special powers in the Bay of Bengal 
with his seat at Hugly, the first military establish- 
ment of the Company in Bengal. See Stewart, op.cit. , 
pp. 339-40. 



He also condemns those officials who committed malpractices. 

He ordered the officials to provide all kinds of help to 

the factors in their dealings with their local agents and 
1 

other traders. 


Shihabuddln Talish remarks that the former governors 

of Bengal used to farm out ( ijara ) trade in most of the 

articles of food and clothing and all merchandise and then 

sell them at arbitrarily set rates, which the necessitious 

people had to agree to. Whenever ships brought elephants 

and other articles to the ports of Bengal the gubedar 1 s men 

used to confiscate ( qurq ) them and take whatever they 

selected at prices of their own liking. Shaista Khan, on 

taking charge of the province, is said to have forbidden 

these practices and to have moreover decreed that there 

2 

should be freedom for everyone to buy and sell. 


Shaista Khan governed Bengal for about a quarter 

century and during his government peace, and commerce 

flourished. The commodities of daily use were so cheap 

3 

that 320 seers or 8 maunds of rice was sold to a rupee. 


1. See copies of parwanas of Shaista Khan in the collection 
of Barmans , Nishgns and Parwanas t issued in favour of 
English East India Company, from 1637 to 1712 , British 
Museum, Add. 24039. 

2. Shihabuddin palish, Fa tfoiy ah-i 'ibriy ah , OR. MS. Bodl. 539 
ff. 127(a)-(b); also see Jadu Nath Sarkar, ‘Shaista Khan 
in Bengal, 1664-1666', in J.A. S.B. (second series) Vol. 2 
June 1906, p. 263. 


3* Riyaz-us Sala-fein , op . cit. , p. 228. 



Talish remarks that it was due to Shaista Khan’s excellent 

arrangements that from the "beginning till the writing of 

his book the price of grain in the army had been almost 

1 

equal to the price in Dacca. 

On the whole it appears that Shaista Khan partici- 
pated actively in trading activities, and enforced monopo- 
lies wherever possible. But the English factors’ accounts 
tend to exaggerate his faults. Where his own interests 
were not involved, he was not unfriendly to Ihe Europeans and 
during his governorship of Bengal the trade of the Companies 
flourished. 

(II) MIR JI3MLA 

If Shaista Khan offers the best example of a Mughal 
noble engaged in internal trade, Mir Jumla is the best 
example of a noble indulging successfully in sea-borne 
trade. Besides holding the reputation of an able statesman, 
general and diplomat, he is also known for his frequent 
business deals with European factors, to whom he even 
advanced loans. In 16^2-43, the English factors are reported 


1. Fatfriyah-i r lbriyah , ff. 160(a)-(b). 



to have decided to borrow V or 5 thousand pagodas from 

him at Golkonda at an interest of 1^ a month for 4 or 
1 

5 months. He also lent the English in Madras (Fort St. 

2 

George) *16,000 rials of eight on twelve months gratis. 1 

Mir cTumla himself occasionally borrowed money from the 

English factors, apparently to financing his business 
3 

enterprises. He was in a real sense a 'merchant prince* , 

his ships carrying on trade between Arakan, Southern India 

4 

Bengal, Persia and Arabia. 

His mercantile temperament had its origin in his 
family background. As has been mentioned above (Chapter 6 
Section IV) his father was a petty oil -merchant of Isfahan 
At the very beginning of his career, Mir Jumla joined the 
service of a diamond merchant in Persia as a clerk. He 
came to India and reached Golkonda with a Persian horse 

5 

merchant. Soon after his arrival, we are informed that he 

6 

went through the streets from door to door selling shoes. 


1 . E.F.I. (1642-45) , pp. 69, 79. 

2. Ihid, ,(1 646-50) > XXViii, 166-67. 

3. Cf. Mir Jumla op. cit . , p. 94. 

4. E.F.I. (1651-54) . p. 12. 

Bernier, p. 16; Manucci, I, pp. 2 3 1-32. 
6. Manucci, I, pp. 2 3 1 - 3 2. 
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Thus hy the time he arrived in India he had acquired 

ample experience as a merchant and was well versed in the 

art of business. We have the testimony of Bernier that 

Mir Jumla's "lineage was not noble, but his talents were 

of the first orders he was an accomplished soldier, and 

1 

deeply versed in business." Within a few years of his 

arrival at Golkonda his business acumen seems to have 

paid off. Manucci writes that he made a present to the 

King of Golkonda of some fine elephants and various cloths 

of Eurooe and China and ‘in this way he was well received 

2 

and obtained an appointment with good pay. • 

Mir Jumla’s extensive and well organised commercial 
enterprises, both internal and external, constituted one 
of the principal sources of his revenue. He charged 
monopoly prices and tried to control internal production. 
His commercial activities, for the sake of convenience, 
may be studied in two phases — Karnataka and Bengal. In 
the first phase, as sar-i kbail of Golkonda from 1637, 

Mir Jumla continued his efforts to prevent the loss to 

1« Bernier, p. 16. 

2. He was appointed as Sar-i J£bail , an important office 
the incumbent of which had to discharge military, civil 
and revenue functions. See Mir Jumla op. cit . , pp. 9»10* 
For his salary being 300° huns see H.K. Sherwani , 
History of the Qutb Shahi Dynasty, Hew Delhi, 197*+, 
p. 707. 



customs revenue of the State, arising from the illegal 

profits of tne English by insisting on the strict applica- 

1 

tion of the Golden farm an (of February 26, 1634). His 

outlook seems to have been legal and rational. But he 

moulded his policy as suited his own interests even at the 

2 

cost of those of the State. Consequently, when Mir Jumla 
emerges as all powerful wazir of Golkonda, the European 
factors adopted the policy of appeasement viz-a-viz the 


1 . As Governor of Masulipatam from 1635-6, Mir Jumla 

viewed with jealousy the commercial concessions enjoyed 
by the English. By the Golden farman the English had 
secured complete exemption from all customs in the 
Golkonda kingdom on certain conditions, and the farmers 
of the Masulipatam customs had been allowed to pay 800 
pagodas (about fhOO) less a year to the State treasury 
by way of compensation for the resultant loss. The 
fa rman was to become invalid if the duties payable by 
the English exceeded that amount. But Mir Jumla and 
other officers at Masulipatam viewed these commercial 
concessions of the English with grave concern, as they 
involved the State in great loss of customs revenues, 
owing to unlicensed practices on the part of the 
English East India Company's traders. Mir Jumla to- 
gether with the Dutch, therefore, took steps against 
them and acquainted the Sultan of their violation of 
the Golden farman . The result was that., the Sar-i jgiail 
('Abdullah Kh&n MazandarSnl ) and the Dabir (Mulla Wais) 
of the Golkonda court demanded from the English the 
excess over 800 pagodas , the stipulated yearly abate- 
ment. See Mir Jumla , pp. 8, 92. 


2. Mir Jumla , pp. 92-93* 




Mir. Hence they offered him presents, lent him personnel 
- pilots, sailors, gunners — and carried his cargoes on 
their own ships without charging freight and customs. Mir 
Jumla, in turn, helped them on various occasions, hy lend- 
ing money , confirming their privileges, and allowing them 
to use his ships and pilots. Thus he tried to use them as 
an instrument for the realisation of his commercial and 
political ambitions. 

By 1647, besides his political and administrative 

engagements in Karnataka, Mir Jumla expanded his sea-borne 

trade and his junks plied between Masulipatam, Surat, 

2 

Gombroon, Mokha, Peru, Pegu etc. In 1651 Mir Jumla is said 
to have owned 400 horses, 300 elephants, 400 or 5°° camels, 
and 10,000 Oxen for transporting his goods to several 
countries like Golkonda and Bijapur and also into different 
parts of the Mughal Empire. He also had trade relations 
with Pegu, Tenasserim (Mergiui Archipelago), Achin, Arakan 
(in Burma), Persia, Bengal, Mokha, Peruk, Maldives and 
Macassar. His fleet then consisted of ten ships and he 

s 

intended to build more. For this purpose he appears to have 

1. Mir Jumla, pp. 93-94. 

2. E.F.I. (1646-50 )* PP» 98, 1 39 > 273* At that time Golkonda 
merchants were obliged to carry their own goods to these 
places on ships mostly owned by Mir Jumla. See W.H, More- 
land, From Akbar to Aurangzeb , New Delhi, 1972, p. 86. 


3. E.F.I. (1651 -ftO . P. 12 



employed nn English man Thomas Pratt for Rs.500/- per 

month, v/hose duty apart from building boats, was to make 

1 

ammunition for river fighting. He also possessed a large 

crew of sailors and navigators for his fleet, including 

2 

both 1-iuslims and Europeans. 

It seems that Mir Jumla was always keen in 
exploring profitable commodities and favourable markets. 
Wnenever he got such opportunities he never failed in 
making profits thereof. Thus we see him dealing in different 
commodities v/ith different countries. Burma, for instance 
was famous for her 'perfect Rubies and Sapphires', its 
gumlack was of the finest quality, martaban jars, gold, 
copper, tin, quicksilver, bell -metal (g anza ) and benzoin 
were also available there. Mir Jumla, therefore, negotiated 
with the ruler of Pegu (known as ‘the Lord of White 
Elephants') for establishing commercial relations, in which 
he was successful and Mir Jumla' s junks laden with his own 
freight goods sailed regularly from Masulipatam to Pegu, 
while his servants and agents used to constantly journey to 
and from Pegu, sometimes on Dutch ships (e.g. 1653 ). Mir 
Jumla sometimes employed English private traders (e.g. 


1. Manucci, II, pp. 87, 102. 

2. Mir Jumla , p. 8^. 





Richard Cogan in 1647) to conduct commercial operations 

on his behalf with Pegu. The political disturbances in 

Pegu due to the Chinese invasion adversely affected Mir 

Jumla 1 s trade in 1651. About 1653 the King of Pegu 

prohibited the sale of tin and tusks to strangers and the 

export of Ganza and organized guards on the way to Martavan 

1 

to implement his order. 

Arakan was famous for wild elephants. Mir Jumla 

corresponded with its ruler Dharmaraja requesting him to 

grant trade facilities in Arakan to his men, and requested 

the Raja to release several Mughals long imprisoned in Arakan. 

The Mir purchased 4 elephants sent by the Raja to the East 

2 

Coast and received one as a gift. 

Mir Jumla procured spices from the East Indies, 

slaves and rice from Macassar, tin from Peruk and cowries 

o 

from the Maldives in return for the East coast calicoes. 

With Persia Mir Jumla had equally close commercial 
links. Every year he used to send his junks from the East 
coast laden with a large quantity of goods. His power and 


1. E.F.I.Q 646-50) 1 98-99, 198; (1651-54), 260, 263; Cf. 
Mir Jumla , pp. '84, 90n. 

2. For Mir Jumla’ s Arakan trade see Bowrey op. ci t, pp. 73, 

222, 2b 5n. 

3* E.F, I, (1637-41 ) » 1 67-8n; (1651-54), 99, 290-91 . 

4* Ibid, (1646-50) , 139, 273; Cf. Mir Jumla, p. 85. 
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influence as the minister of Golkonda enabled him to 

utilize the English ships also in tr^porting his articles 

to Persia without paying freight and customs. In 1651-52 

Mir Jumla's junk reached Gombroon via Gwador on the Makran 

coast and about 200 tumans were remitted as the Company's 

1 

share of customs due on his goods from Masulipatam. 


Mir Jumla not only occasionally sent his goods on 

English and Dutch ships, but there are also statements that 

even his own junks were sometimes navigated by English and 

Dutch pilots hired by him. Thus we have names of Roger 

Adams, Richard Walwyn, John Gayton and Thomas Bostock. 

Mokha was an important commercial centre where Mir Jumla 

2 

regularly sent his junks piloted by Europeans. 

In 1656 when Mir Jumla joined the service of Shah 

Jahan, he is said to have made a present to the Emperor 

amounting to Rs. 15 lakhs and other valuables including 

.. 3 

the famous Koh-i Nur . An idea of his wealth may also be 
had from the fact that while in Golkonda, he maintained his 


1. E.F.I.0 651-54), PP. 67, 117-18, 125-26. Cf. Mir Jumla, 
p.' 85. 

2. E.F.I. (1637-41 ), pp. 76-77, 255; (1642-4-5), pp. 69,81, 
g'34; ( 1646-5^7 , pp. 98, 139, 273; 1 1351-54 ), pp. 14, 
256-57, 268-69* 

3. MJU. ,1 11, p. 535; for Koh-i Mur see Manucci I, 237-38 
and note 5 Tavernier, If, Appendix- 1, pp, 444-46. 



own army equipped with efficient artillery and many 

1 

European artillerymen. When he was in Mughal service he 

is also said to have declared that he could maintain his 

entire establishment and thus supplement the expenditure 

2 

sanctioned by the emperor from his own resources. Much 
of this opulence of Mir Jumla arose out of Mir Jumla’ s 
commercial activities. His diamonds were usually counted 

3 

in sacks. Thevenot says that Mir Jumla possessed 

4 

20 maunds ( 40 seers to a maund ) of diamonds. 

He preferred selling the best diamonds to the 

Portuguese. Dom Phelipe Mascarehnas, the Portuguese 

5 

Viceroy of Goa, was his friend as well as chief customer. 


1. Manucci, I, pp. 232-33. In 1653-54, Aurangzeb sent 
Muhammad Momin to report on the affairs of Mir Jumla. 

He observed that Mir Jumla’s army numbered 9000 cavalry 
of which 5°00 were his own servants and 4000 Qutb Shahi 
deserters, — and 20,000 infantry, — that his resources 
consisted of cash, fine jewels, artillery, good elephants, 
‘Iraqi and 'Arab horses and all kinds of provisions of 

pomp and grandeur of_ superior quality. See *Abul Fath 
Qabil Khan, Adab-i ' Alamglri , MS. Farsiyah No. 20, 

Research Library, department of History. Aligarh Muslim 
University, Aligarh, 1216 A. H. , f. 48(a). 

2. S.K. Bhuyan, Lachat Barphukan and His Times, Gauhati , 

1947, P. 152. 

3* Bernier, p. 17. 

4. Thevenot, The Indian Travels of Thevenot and Careri , 

(ed. ) S.No Sen, New Delhi, 1949* PP. 144-5. 


5» Bernier, pp. 17-18n; Manucci, I, pp. 232-33. 



They exchanged presents. Dom Phelipe sent him several 
kinds of brocade and porcelain from China, together with 

many curosities from Japan, and Mir Jumla sent back gems 

1 

and diamonds extracted from his Golkonda mines. Two of 

his diamonds, weighing 57 and 6 7i carates, which Dom 

showed to Tavernier at Goa were probably obtained from the 
2 

Mir. 


Mir Jumla does not seem to have disdained commerce 
of any sort. He dealt in cloth, bezoar, iron, steel and 

3 

saltpetre in Karnataka. His agents held the monopoly of 

the unbleached (brown) cloth, to engross all from the 

4 

weavers and to sell at 20f> profit. 

During his governorship of Bengal (1660-1663) Min 
Jumla endeavoured to monopolise all articles of necessity 
and then sell them at fenciful prices. About 1660, Mir 
Jumla offered to supply the English factors every year as 
much saltpetre as they would require. In the opinion of 
the Madras factors he did so for his personal profit. 


1. Manucci, I, pp. 232-33. 

2. Tavernier, I, pp. 200, 228. 

3. E.F.I. (1651-54 ), p. 12. 


4. Ibid. , p. 22. 




About the same time the English factors at Patna were 

indebted to him for supply for 30,000 bags (6000 maunas ) 

1 

of saltpetre. Again, sale of grain placed under a strict 

monopoly. Paddy and other necessaries coming to Madras 

through his jurisdiction had to pay customs, while paddy 

was sold to the towns people at 2 5 $ more than the market 

price. The English at Madras could not sell any thing 

except the articles purchased from the men of Nawab's 

farmer at prices ^Ofo higher than those prevailing in the 

neighbourhood. He wanted to establish a monopoly of "all 
2 

imported goods." 

Mir Jumla and his officers, from time to time, 

extracted money from merchants on different pretexts. In 

1661, for instance, Mir Jumla demanded Rs. 50,000 from the 

grain merchants of the Dacca on the pretext that the latter 

had made extra profit due to the continued presence of his 

large camp for the Kuch Bihar and Assam campaigns. The 

merchants, however, paid only Rs. 25,000 in all. A sum 

4 

of three lakhs was offered by the city bankers. 


1. E.F.I. (1661-64) , p. 67. 

2. Ibid (1655-60), pp. 4l , 93* Also see Mir Jumla, pp. 77- 
W7~ 

3. Mir Jumla , pp. 277-78; Cf. Anjali Chatterjee, Beng al 
in the Reign of Aurangzeb, 1 658-1 707, Calcutta, 1 9’67, 
p. 244. 

4. Moreland, op. cit . , p. 292. 
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In 1658, Malik Beg the Governor of Hugli demanded 

from the English an annual payment of Rs. 3,000 in lieu 

of customs on the pretext that the imprisonment of Shah- 

Jahan and assumption of power by Aurangzeb had made all 

imperial grants null and void. In 1 659 the governor of 

Bala sore began to levy exorbitant charges for anchorage 

upon the English. The English factors declined to pay, 

1 

and so a dispute arose. 


1 . EoF.I. (1655-60) , pp. 391-2; Stewart, Op . cit. , p. 323. 
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